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INTRODUCTION. 

IT may perhaps be proper to explain the occasion 
Of the ensuing discourses. This requires a concise 
statement of facts. But as the writer has not resided 
long in this place, he is obliged, for this statement, to 
rely principally upon credible testimony. 

It appears that this town had continued, almost 
half a century, under the ministry of the Rev. Dr. 
Newton, united, tranquil, and happy. But, in 
the decline of his life, a few individuals undertook 
to introduce and establish an Episcopal society.--* 
Their prospect of success evidently depended upon 
detaching, under every concurrence of favorable cir- 
cumstances, as many as possible from the Dr's. socie* 
ty. They labored^ by conversation, by the circula- 
tion of Episcopal books, and by such allurements a| 
they were able to oner, to accomplish their purpose* 
In this manner, they succeeded in forming a society, 
tod in procuring to it the accession of a considerable 
number. 

They assumed high ground. The exclusive valid* 
Ky of Episcopal ordination was boldly asserted, The 
efficacy of Episcopal ordinances was extolled. Nor 
aid they hesitate in making loud claims to the exclu- 
sive possession of the primitive and apostolic mode of 
divine worship. As might have been expected, the 
validity of Presby terian ordination was denied. Con- 
gregational ministers were represented as possessing 
no right to administer christian ordinances. Nor 
could those ordinances be profitably or safely received 
from intruders into the sacred office. They seemed 
tesirous of propagating a belief, that the Epi&copal 
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church is the only true church of Christ; and that 
those, who are saved out of that church, must be in- 
debted for salvation to the uncovenanted mercy #f 
God. 

To a well informed man these anti* scriptural pre* 
tensions would appear as harmless, as the arrogant 
claim of the Papist, that there is no salvation out of 
the Roman Catholic church. But such bold preten- 
sions were calculated to intimidate those who had not 
attended to the subject, and to induce them, from an 
apprehension of danger in the Congregational com- 
munion, to resort for safety to the Episcopal system. 

. Indeed many of their popular arguments were ob- 
viously designed for those, who were not expected to 
reason or reflect. Whilst they asserted that Episco- 
pacy was originally adopted to prevent division, and 
endeavored to recommend it to others as a system ad- 
mirably calculated for this purpose; why, it might be 
asked, should they attempt to produce thai very evil 
in order to introduce it, which it was intended to pre- 
vent? What gratitude would be due to a physician, 
who should induce a dangerous or fatal disease upon 
his patient, that he might have an opportunity to ap- 
ply some supposed sovereign remedy, which he had 
discovered? 

With no less assurance, it was pretended, that no- 
thing but ignorance of the subject prevented any in* 
telligent man from becoming an Episcopalian. And 
it was charitably imputed to no worse reason, that the 
clergymen in the vicinity did not embrace Episcopa- 
cy. These gentlemen continued in their unhappy 
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And dangerous error, because (as it was said) "they did 
not read any thing upon the other aide of the ques- 
tion." 

. But to an intelligent man it must have occurred, 
that this was an implicit acknowledgement that Epis- 
copacy is not to be found in the Bible. For, it 
could not be pretended that those gentlemen, and ma- 
ny other Congregationalists, were not in the habit of 
reading the Bible. If then, Episcopacy were the 
system contained in this sacred book, they must have 
been in the habit of reading the best of all books up- 
on that side of the question. But if it is not to be 
found in the Bible, it can form no part of the faith or 
practice of a christian. 

It is not to he understood that the preceding re- 
marks are applicable indiscriminately, to all who 
profess to be Episcopalians. 

But as the regularity and validity of the ministry 
and ordinances,, which we had believed to be scriptur- 
al and correct, were openly called in question, or de- 
nied, it seemed to have become indispensable to enter 
into a more particular examination of the. subject. 
Nor was it less necessary to inquire upon what foun- 
dation were placed those high pretensions of Episco- 
palians to the exclusive character which they assumed. 
It did not appear proper to direct my people to take 
it for granted, that we were in the right, and thos6 
who differed from us in the wrong. It was unques- 
tionably otir duty to imitate the example of the no* 
hie Bereans, and " search the scriptures daily wheth- 
er those things were so." If we tvere in an error, it was 
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time to correct it, and conform to the institution* and 
requirements of the gospel. 

From these circumstances, it will be understood, 
that these discourses were designed for the informa- 
tion of my people, in a case, in which imperious duty- 
would not permit me to remain silent. It will be ad- 
mitted, it is presumed, by the candid public, that I 
was no longer at liberty to prefer an alternative. I 
was reduced to a necessity of discussing the subject, 
or of acknowledging implicitly the weakness of our 
cause. The latter it was impossible for me to do, 
without a desertion of my pest. For it appeared to 
me a tacit abandonment of the institutions, ordained 
by the Supreme Head of the church. 

The. ensuing discourses are now published, in com- 
pliance with the wishes of a respectable number of 
the hearers. Whether they are calculated to do any 
good, must be left with an impartial public to decide, 

As these discourse* were particularly designed by 
the writer for the benefit of his own people, he has 
not been studious of originality. He has freely avaiK 
ed himself of the arguments or sentiments of others^ 
when they appeared to be adapted to his purpose* 
Where he has had occasion to employ their language, 
it has been his intention to give the usual credit. 
But it has not been practicable to distinguish all (Be 
ideas derived from others, as it has been frequently 
necessary for. the writer to abridge, or vary material- 
ly, the arguments and observations of the advocates 
for ministerial parity, to reduce them to a conformity 
1* his awn views and design. It has been his inten- 
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ifou lo present lite claims and reasoning or Episcopa- 
lians, in their just light, as exhibited in their estab- 
lished formularies and most approved writers. Hour, 
far be has succeeded, the public will judge. 

It has been a practice among the advocates of pre- 
lacy to exclaim, that there is nothing new in the argu- 
ments of their opponents. This is doubtless very 
happily calculated to expose the poverty of invention 
and originality in their antagonists, and serves as a 
rery decent apology for passing their arguments with- 
out examination or reply. But to a candid inquirer 
after truth, it is of no manner of consequence that an. 
argument be original and new* His business is to 
determine, not whether the argument be original, bat 
whether it be conclusive. Truth and sound reason, 
lose nothing by their antiquity. They cannot be- 
come obsolete* This change of the question front 
the subject to the author, is merely to divert atten- 
tion from the weight of the argument. So far is a. 
good argument from losing its force because it is old, 
it is, for that very reason, the more satisfactory. It 
has passed the ordeal; and if it has not been consum- 
ed by the fire, itls shown to be composed of solid* 
and indestructible materials* 

But the advocate for prelacy advances, and assures 
the public, that the arguments of his opponents have- 
all been repeatedly and satisfactorily answered. And 
the advocate for parity may advance, and give the 
same confident assurance* that the arguments in fa- 
vor of Episcopacy have been as often refuted* And 
what satisfaction will all this afford to a man of sens* 
and reflection? One assertion is precisely as good aa 
the other. 
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But what reason has the advocate for preiaey to 
complain, if, as he pretends, satisfactory answers to 
fill that can be offered against his system, have beeri 
already prepared to his hand? He ought surely to fe- 
licitate himself in the possession of a treasure, which 
may stive him so mueh expense of labor and intellect. 
He may indeed eomplain that he is deprived of oppw* 
tunity to display his own original resources. 

The writer rests the decision of the question sole- 
ly upon the authority of the word of God* Of thi» 
an Episcopalian has no right to complain, unless he 
can show that this is an unsafe, or an insufficient rule. 
II is necessary that every christian should be able to 
decide for himself. But it would be manifestly im- 
practicable for a plain illiterate christian to decide 
on the pretensions of any one to the ministerial char- 
acter, by inquiries into the testimonies of the Fathers, 
add the history of a lineal fuceession of the ministry 
in the Church. None but literary men can be com- 
petent judges of such disquisitions. To the claims 
of Episcopalians, which rest solely upon these foun- 
dations, it i» sufficient for this humble follower of Je- 
ans to reply: " I am no antiquary, and may not have 
either the knowledge or the capacity necessary for 
tracing the faint outlines of ancient establishments, 
smA forms of government, for entering into dark and 
critical questions about the import of names and ti« 
ties, or for examining the authenticity of endless gen. 
eulogies; but 1 may have all the evidence that con* 
seiousnesB can give that I thankfully receive the tes- 
timony of Christ, whom I believe, and love, and 
serve."* It is my settled resolution to walk in all 

*Dr. CampbcWs Lectures an EcUs. Hist. h&t. 4. 
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the statutes and ordinances of the Loud blameless •' 
These I determine solely by the word of God. By 
this rule I ascertain the order of the church and of the 
ministry, to which I am under obligation to adhere. 
I have not sufficient learning to tell, whether this or* 
tier has been preserved by regular succession through 
all the dark ages since the Christian ©ra. Nor does 
it appear to me material to determine this question, 
before 1 can enjoy a profitable participation in the or- 
dinances and discipline of God's house. 

I do not consider it my duty to receive any one at 
a teacher, who does not appear to come in the order 
prescribed w the gospel. But to determine whether 
it is my duty to receive or reject one, who has thia 
apparent claim, I am satisfied with the plain rule giv- 
en by our Saviour: " Beware of false prophets, which 
come to you in sheep's clothing, but inwardly they 
are ravening wolves. Ye shall know them by their 
fruits. Do men gather grapes of thorns, or figs of 
thistles!*'* 

*%at. vii, 15, ML 
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SERMON I. 

Matt, xxviii. 18, 10, 20. 
"And Jesus came and spake unto than, saying, All 
power is given unto me in heaven and in earth. Go ye; 
therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing than in the 
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy. 
Ghost; teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I 
hme commanded you: and, to, I am with you abvay, 
even unto the end of the world. Amen" 

THIS is the original institution of the christian 
Ministry.* It deserves our most attentive and seri- 
ous consideration. 

This is a provision of indispensable necessity. It 
is one of the most important means, appointed for the 
preservation of fche Church, and the salvation of men. 
It is in a manner essential to the order, improvement,, 
perpetuity, and extension of the Redeemer's king- 
dom. It is equally necessary to the conversion of 
sinners, and the edification of saints* The public 

*It may be proper for the writer to explain the mean* 
ing, in which this term is used in the ensuing discours- 
es. The ministry, in its more extensive signification* 
may comprehend all who perform any service in the 
church. In this sense, Deacons are included in the 
ministry. But by common usage, the term is employed 
in a more restricted sense. Thus, the ministry, the 
christian ministry, or the gospel ministry, signify those, 
who administer the word and sacraments. This is the 
meaning of the terms respectively, in the ensuing dis- 
courses. In this sense, as we shall have occasion U 
show in the sequel, Deacons are not included in the min+ 
istry. 
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Worship of Gon, the ordinances of the gospel, *ns\ 
the due discipline of the church, are dependent qpoq 
it. The religious aad moral improvement of .man* 
kind, in. all the various forms of it, is almost insepara- 
ble from this institution. So intimate is the connex, 
jon, that all thet)ther means of religious and moral inj 
Btruetion must be expected soon to follow the extinc- 
tion of the gospel ministry* As a, general neglect of 
religion would naturally succeed, all the other im? 
portant sources of moral improvement would, for want 
of encouragement, rapidly disappear. The piou&ed? 
ucation of youth would decline, and finally cease, 
The hopes of a blessed immortality would be insensi- 
bly lost in the gloomy speculations of infidelity. Bjy 
the perversion of public opinion, the common stand* 
ard of morals would be continually reduced, and at 
last annihilated. The practice of morality could 
mot survive this extinction of principle. Impiety an4 
?ice would acquire an unrivalled ascendancy. AlJ 
the restraints, which prevent the prevalence of licen^ 
tiousness, or the commission of crimes, would be re* 
moved* The social affections and the tender sym- 
pathies of our nature would be obliterated, by the in* 
diligence of selfish passions and unhallowed propensi- 
ties. The deceneies of life would give place to prof- 
ligacy of manners. Sobriety of character would be 
succeeded hy endless dissipation. Profusion would 
advance, attended with all the forms and shades of 
fraud, injustice, and violence* Poverty would be di- 
vested of the mantle, and robbed of the. morsel, which 
charity had bestowed. In a word, nothing would e* 
ventually satisfy the universal taste, but greedy ac- 
quisition, intemperate indulgence, unchaste gratifica-* 
tion* or ambitious pursuit. The tranquil enjoyment 
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*>T private life would be lost in mutual animosity; and 
the general progress of society would terminate in 
lawless anarchy, or overwhelming despotism. 

But, if the ministry of the gospel be of such in- 
dispensable necessity to the prosperity of the Church 
and the happiness of mankind, it cannot be deemed 
a subject unworthy of our particular investigation. 
As the preservation of christian order and discipline* 
the ordinances of the gospel, and the salvation cff 
men depend so much upon this institution, a compe- 
tent knowledge of it appears to be requisite for the 
satisfaction of every individual. No one, who re- 
gards the peace of his own mind or the approbation 
ef Gob, can quietly sit down in ignorance of thia 
Important institution* 

Now, as the christian ministry is a positive institu- 
tion, it must depend entirely upon the will of the 
Founder. He alone is competent to establish its 
constitution, and direct its destination. No other 
power has a right to interfere and take this preroga- 
tive out of his hand. If the rule of the great Found- 
er be not observed, it ceares to be his institution, 
and degeb erates into one derived from human inven- 
tion, or resting upon human authority. 

No sincere christian will persuade himself that he 
eught to desert the institution of his Loan and ad- 
here to an invention of man. Nor will he imagine 
that he pays any respect to the Divine Author, if he 
bestows no attention to understand the regulations, 
which he has prescribed. And as there can be no 
possible reason to question, that the Great Head of 
the Church has given sufficient indications of his 
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will, in reference to every particular essentia! to the 
institution; if we neglect to enquire into the subject, 
we shall be destitute of any reasonable excuse* Nor 
will any sincere christian think himself at liberty to 
follow his taste or his fancy, his humour or his inter- 
est, the opinion of men, or the fashion of the times, 
in making his decision respecting an important in- 
stitution of his Saviour. Nor could he expect the 
blessing of his God and Redeemer, in discarding or 
neglecting an institution of divine appointment. 

Now, the first thing, which presents itself to us 
for our investigation, is the grand Commission, giv- 
en by our Lord after his resurrection. " And Jesus 
came and spake unto them, saying, All power is 
given unto me in heaven and in earth. Go ye, 
therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in 
the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghost; teaching them to observe all things what- 
soever i have commanded you: and, lo, 1 am with 
you alway, even unto the end of the world. Amen." 

In an examination of this great Commission, it is 
necessary to inquire into the following particulars — 
the authority from which it originated — the persons 
to whom it was given — the service for which it was 
designed — the duration for which it was to continue 
— and the successors te whom it is applicable. 

Let us enquire, 

1. Into the authority from which it originated. 

" And Jesus came and spake unto them, saying, 
AU power is given unto me in heaven and in earth "~~ 
B 
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This is the authority with which Christ, when fee 
arose from the dead, was invested in his mediatorial 
character. By his resurrection, the Father, in the 
face of the world, acknowledged him to be the Son of 
God, the promised Messiah, and the King of Zion. 
He was " declared to be the Son of Gqd with poir- 
e&...by the resurrection from the dead."* He was 
manifested to be the true Messiah, or Saviour anoint- 
ed by Gob, because he was not only " delivered for 
our offences," hut " was raised again for our justifica- 
tion."t And notwithstanding all the violence and 
ignominy, with which he was put to death, God, by 
raising him from the dead, fulfilled his promise, " Yet 
have I set my King upon my holy hill of Zion.**J 
Thus, " we see Jesus, who was made a little lower 
than the angels for the suffering of death, crowned 
with glory and honor,"§ by his resurrection. His h«r 
initiation terminated, and his exaltation commenced* 
" CnaisT Jesus • . . being in the form of God, thought 
it not robbery to be equal with God; but made him- 
self of no reputation, and took upon him the form of 
a servant, and was made in the likeness of men; and 
being found in fashion as a man, he humbled himself, 
and became obedient unto death, even the death of 
the cross. Wherefore God also hath highly exalted 
him, and given him a name, which is above every 
name; that at the name ef Jesus every knee should 
bow, of things in heaven, and things in earth, and 
things under the earth; and that every tongue should 
confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of 
God the Fath«r."1F In this manner was he invested, 

*Rom. i. 4. t i* 25. \Comp. Ps. ii. with Acts, 
Siii, 33,36, §£fe&,.ii.O. UPhiL ii, 5— IK 
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in his mediatorial character, with supreme authority 
aad universal dominion. From the time of his re- 
surrection, he was formally instituted, by God the 
Father, " to be head over all things unto the 
Church "|| He was " appointed Head or Supreme 
Lord of all things, for the formation, enlargement, 
and preservation of the Church."* 

All this is precisely in conformity to the manner, 
in which our Saviour himself, after his resurrection, 
expressed the same investiture, when he declared the 
authority by which he gave the grand ministerial 
Commission; " All power is giren unto me in heav- 
en and in earth." Thus was Christ set " upon the 
throne of David, and upon his kingdom, to order it, 
and to establish it, with judgment and with justice, 
from henceforth even forever."t 

It is important for us carefully to recollect, that 
this great ministerial Commission duly proceeds froqj 
this delegated authority, which our Saviour did net 
formally receive before his resurrection. 

We proceed to enquire, 

2. To tvlwm was this commission given? 

It was originally given to the Eleven Disciples, u- 
sually distinguished as Apostles of our Lord. This 
appears to be definitively settled by the context. St. 
Matthew introduces the account of the Commission 
by this particular information: " Then the Eleven 
Disciples went away into Galilee, into a mountain 
where Jesus had appointed them. And when they 

(|E/?fc. i. 22, passim. *Macknight in Uc. \lsa* ix. 7. 
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saw him tbey worshipped him; but some oW tecL 
And Jesus came and spake uuto them, [the Eleven 
Disciples] saying, AH power is given unto me in 
heaven and in earth. Go ye, therefore, and teach all 
nations," By this express testimony it is decided, 
that the Commission was originally given to the JS- 
leven Disciples or Apostles. 

Nor does there appear to be the least evidence, 
that the Commission was primarily given to any oth- 
ers. St. Matthew clearly confine* his account to tie 
Eleven Disciples only. The substance of the same 
Commission was, according to St. Mark, communi- 
cated on another occasion; but it was expressly ad- 
dressed to the Eleven Disciples alone. " Afterward 
he appeared unto ilu Eleven as they sat at meal, and 
upbraided tnem with their unbelief and hardness of 
heart, because they believed not them which had seen 
him after he was risen. And he said unto them, Go 
je into all the world and preach the gospel to every 
creature. He that believeth, and is baptised, shall be 
^ saved; but he that believe th not shall be damned/'* 

This commission is not particularly recited by the 
other Evangelists. They may be supposed, however, 
to have made allusion to the same ministerial author- 
ity. But they have said nothing to show that the 
Commission was given by our Lord to any one of 
the disciples besides the Apostles. 

The Act* were evidently designed by St Luke as 
a continuation cf the history from his gospel. In the 
introduction, he clearly indicates his opinion that oar 
Lord himself gave the Commission to none but tfae 

*Mark, xvi. 14— 16, 
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Apostles. " The former treatise hare I made, 
Tiieophilus, of all that Jesus began both to do and 
teach, imtil the day in which he was taken up, after 
that he through the Holy Ghost had given command- 
ment unto the Apostles whom he had chosen; to whom 
also he shewed himself alive after his passion by ma- 
ny infallible proofs, being seen of them forty days, and 
speaking of the things pertaining te the kingdom ef 
Gob." This account surely is utterly irreconcila- 
ble with the supposition, that our Lord designated 
any of the disciples but the Apostles to act un- 
der this commission. 

But this point is, if possible, still more clearly as. 
certained, by the appointment of Matthias to be the 
successor of Judas. In this appointment, we have 
not only the testimony of Peter, but of the other A. 
postles, and all the disciples, who concurred in the 
transaction. If any one of the disciples had been au- 
thorised by our Lord to act with the Eleven under 
the same Commission, the necessity of this appoint- 
ment would have been entirely superseded. This ap- 
pointment therefore, fully proves, that no other one 
had been designated by Christ, to take part of the 
same ministry with the Apostles, At this time the 
ministerial commission was confined to them solely. 

If this point required any further confirmation, it 
would be easy to deduce it from the appointment of 
deacons. Till this appointment was made, the A- 
jpstles appear to have been not only the sole minis- 
ters, but the only officers in the church. They were 
under a necessity of attending to the daily ^distribu- 
tion of supplies, as well as to the ministry of the word. 

B 2 
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But it did not appear to them reasonable that tbejr 
should leave or neglect the word of God and serve 
tables. Deacons were, therefore, appointed. ' One 
express purpose of this appointment was to relieve 
the Apostles from this service, that they might have 
opportunity to give themselves " continually" to their 
appropriate duties, Sprayer and the ministry of the 
word."* 

From these considerations, it is apparent, that the 
Commission was primarily given to the Eleven Dis- 
ciples or Apostles so&Zy. This fact, my brethren* 
you are particularly requested to bear in mind, till we 
eome to the application of these preliminary inqui- 
ries 

"We may now proceed to consider, 

3. The service, for which this Commission was 
designed* 

No general commission to preach the gospel had 
been given prior to the resurrection of Christ. Be- 
fore that event, he was not invested with that su- 
preme authority as the Saviour ', which was designed 
to precede the gospel dispensation. The mission of 
the seventy disciples, as we shall have occasion to 
show, was local and temporary. The Commission, 
'previously given to the twelve Apostles, confined 
their labors exclusively to the Jews. Some of their 
instructions, on that occasion, might indeed have a 
prospective reference to their future destination. In 
this respect their commission differed from that of 

•Fife Acts, vL 1— & 
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the Seventy. But the mission of the Apostles, at 
that time, was at most preparatory to the introduc- 
tion ef the regular economy of the gospel. A new 
Commission was, therefore, necessary to constitute 
a ministry adapted to the extensive design of the 
new dispensation. The Commission our Lord gave 
them after his resurrection. The ministry was no 
longer to be confined to one people to the exclusion 
of others. The Commission, therefore, contemplat- 
ed the communication of the gospel to all nations 
indiscriminately. " Go ye and teach all nations." 

If we attend to the import of the original language 
in this injunction, we shall find that their first duty 
was, to make disciples. These disciples they were 
authorized and required to " baptise in the name of 
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost." 
By this they were to be distinguished from the rest 
of the world, and consecrated to the service of God. 
But they were not to be left without further instruc- 
tion. Our Lord, therefore, added this comprehen- 
sive direction to his ministers: *' teaching them to 
observe all things whatsoever I have commanded 
you/' By this it is evident that he did not intend 
that his disciples should be deserted by the ministry. 
They were to be instructed to observe all the doc- 
trines, precepts, and institutions of the gospel. 

These are all the duties expressly enjoined. All 
other ministerial duties are comprehended by impli- 
cation. They are indispensable to fulfil the design 
of the Commission. Thus, ordination, the forma- 
tion of churches, the administration of the eucha. 
rist, and the sup erin tendance of discipline, are min- 
isterial duties and comprehended in the Commission; 
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because they are, in all ordinary eases, necessary, 
cither to the perpetuity of the miaistry, or to tho 
instruction and edification of the disciples. 

This leads us to inquire f 

4. Into the duration for which the Commission 
was to continue. 

We may be permitted in this place to remark, 
that the Commission was not designed ultimately td 
be confined to the Apostles alone. For, it was, ia 
the nature of things, impossible that twelve men 
should, by their personal exertions solely, make ail 
nations disciple*, form them into proper societies, 
and perform to each of them constantly all those nu- 
merous duties, which the commission necessarily re* 
quires or implies. 

For the same reason, the Commission could not 
expire with the Apostles' lives. The ministry is 
necessary, in all ages, to the order and perpetuity 
of the church. If then the church was not design- 
ed to cease, the ministry could not be designed to 
cease, with the Apostles' lives. Proper teachers 
must of necessity hare been continued, " for the 
perfecting of the saints, for the work of the minis, 
try, for the edifying of the body of Christ,'** 

But the continuation of the ministry is fully as- 
certained, from the promise of Christ in the Com- 
mission; " and, lo, I am with you alrvay, even unto 
the end of the world." By this it is clearly made 
known, that the institution was not designed to to* 
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tainate with the Apostles. Christ promised them 
hie presence and gracious assistance to the consum- 
mation of time. But this was not intended to he 
confined to the A pottles personally, because they 
were not designed to continue in the ministry till 
that period. The promise must, therefore, have e- 
qual respect to others, by whom the ministry was 
designed to be continutd. If not, the promise could 
not be fulfilled, because there would remain no prop* 
er objects of the promise. If then we deny the con- 
tinuance of the ministry, we must maintain that 
Christ has not fulfilled his promise. 

"We do not undertake to say, that an uninterrupted 
line of succession is indispensable. It may not be 
possible to show that this is a necessary inference 
from the promise. To substantiate this conclusion, 
it must be proved, that the ministry can, in no pos- 
sible case, be continued in any other way. 

But however this question may be decided, it will 
not follow, that any regularity of succession, nor a- 
ny formality of investiture can supersede the requi- 
site qualification implied. The continuance of the 
ministry is inferred from the promise. The succes- 
sion, by which it is continued, must be in conformi- 
ty to the terms which constitute it. The succes- 
sion, therefore, does not in fact include any to whom 
the promise does not apply. Those, and those on- 
ly, to whom the presence of Christ is afforded, can 
be shown to compose any part of the succession con- 
templated in the promise. No others, then, can be 
shown to be a part of that ministry, which Christ 
has authorised to act under this Commission. But 
there is no proof that Christ will assist a?iy by hit 
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gracious pretence, whatever may be their nominal 
pretensions, who do not possess those qualifications* 
which he requires and approves. No others, there- 
fore, are entitled to the consideration of ministers 
authorized by Christ to act under his Commission. 

We are now prepared to inquire, 

5. Who are the successors to whom the Commis- 
sion is applicable? 

The Commission is applicable to all those, who 
possess the requisite qualifications, and are duly au- 
thorized, to perform the duties which are enjoined* 
All such, and tuch only, can be acknowledged, con- 
sistently with the Commission, as legitimate succes- 
sors of the Apostles. They possess essentially the 
same office conferred upon the Apostles by fiis Com- 
mission. This must be admitted, unless it be deni- 
ed that the same official duties designate the same 
office. But no one will undertake to maintain, that 
two men, who are duly qualified, authorized, and re- 
quired to perform the same official duties, hold es- 
sentially different offices. 

It is no objection to this statement that the Apos- 
tles possessed miraculous powers. For none of the 
duties enjoined in the Commission necessarily de- 
pend upon those powers. By the aid of those super- 
natural qualifications, the Apostles indeed were en- 
abled to perform the duties of the Commission far 
more successfully. But this does not prove that 
these qualifications are indispensable, because the 
official duties enjoined in the Commission may in 
fact be performed without them, it is equally man- 
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ifest tliat Christ did not consider miraculous pow- 
ers necessary to the performance of these official 
duties. He has perpetuated the Commission to* the 
end of the world, but long since discontinued mirac- 
ulous gifts. But it would be absurd to suppose, that 
he has extended the Commission to* those, from 
whom he has withholden the qualifications indispen- 
sable to fulfil it. These official duties must, there- 
fore, be regarded as the invariable and indispensable 
duties of the ordinary or permanent ministry. 

The duties distinctly specified in the Commission, 
may be comprehended in preaching ike gospel and 
administering baptism. All other ministerial duties 
are implied, because they are necessary to fulfil the 
design of the Commission. They must for this rea- 
son follow the destination of those which are ex- 
pressed. Both classes of duties are means necessa- 
ry to the end proposed. And as those, who receive 
the Commission, are authorized and required to ful- 
fil this design, they are authorized and required to 
use all the means necessary for that purpose. They 
cannot be prohibited from the use of all these means, 
unless they may be prohibited from fulfilling their 
Commission. The duties fairly implied cannot, there- 
fore, be separated from the duties expressed. They 
must follow the same destination. They must go 
with the Commission. Hence it follows, that all 
those, rriut are duly qualified and authorized to preach 
the gospel and administer baptism, are, by the Com* 
mission, constituted, true and proper successors of th& 
JpostkS) 
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SERMON II. 

Matt, xxviii. 18, 19, 20. 
** And Jesus came and spake unto them, saying-. All 
power is given unto me in heaven and in earth. Go i/e n 
therefore* and teach all nations, baptizing- them in the 
name of the Father* and of the Son* and of the Holy 
Ghost; teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I 
have commanded you: and, Zo, / am with you alway, 
even unto the end of the world. Ainen" 

IN an examination of this great Commission, on 
a former occasion, we established, as we conceive, 
several facts and principles. We shall now proceed 
to apply them to some questions of importance in re- 
lation to the gospel ministry. 

It is inquired, 

1. Whether the ministers* of the gospel are all of 
one order? 

Now, If I mistake not, it follows conclusively 
from the Commission, that the ministry constituted 
by it, or the permanent ministry, is of one order. 
They are* by the Commission* vested with equal pow- 
ers. This is so obvious from a comparison of the 
terms, that it is scarcely possible to illustrate it more 
clearly. When their Commission makes no differ- 
ence between them, they must of necessity be eqiaf. 
Whatever powers one man, who acts under the 
Commission, derives from it, every other man, 

*I* will be recollected that we mean ministers of the 
word and sacraments* 
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-IvTio acts nnder the same Commission, mast derive 
from it far the same reason. The claim of the one 
is precisely as good as the claim of the other. 

It cannot be pretended that the same Commission 
confers upon one superior, and upon another subor- 
dinate powers. This is a supposition contrary to 
common sense. The same Commission does not 
constitute one man a chief magistrate, and another 
man an inferior magistrate. They must have differ- 
ent Commissions. You may as well say that the 
»ame Commission makes one man the general of aa 
»rmy, and another man a subaltern officer; that the 
same Commission makes one man the judge and 
another the crier, of a court. But if the crier could 
produce (he same Commission as the judge he 
would, no doubt, think himself entitled to sit npon 
the bench and esercise the same powers. Or, /the 
lieutenant had the same Commission as the com- 
manders chief, he would not probably hesitate in 
daimm* for himself the same prerogatives. T« 
suppose that the same Commission, without anvdis 
tmction of powers or duties whatever, creates dif- 
ferent orders, „ manifestly absurd. It must neces- 
•anly invest all who have it with the same powers! 

To this conclusion it cannot be objected, with 
any appearance of reason, that the Apostles actn- 
ally exercised certain prerogatives superior to those 
o the ordinary or permanent ministry. For (her 

mtion Th V L U,08e P T? atiVe8 f ™ thh Com! 
musion. This appears ob*i, us from a single eon- 
oration. If the Apostles had derived tlLZ 

that, by this Commission, the permanent ministr^ 
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was not instituted, but one superior to it. But it 
lias been, we trust, fully shown that the permanent 
ministry was instituted by this Commission.* And 
as no distinction whatever is made, in the Com- 
mission, between the Apostles and their successors* 
the latter necessarily succeed to all the powers 
granted the former by their common Commission* 
The Apostles, by this Commission, were made no 
more than the first members and representatives of 
the permanent ministry. The objection is conse* 
cmently groundless.! 

The truth is, as we shall have occasion to show 
tiore particularly, the Apostles derived their supe- 
rior authority from the extraordinary gift of the 8a- 
viour. It was in fact no ether than the authority of 
the Holy Ghost. As our Lord expresses it, * It i» 
not ye that speak, but the Spirit of your Father 

*$erm. 1. Inquiry 4 and 5. 

jBut if it mere possible to prove, that they did de- 
rive their superior authority from this -Cotmmssim, 
this would not militate against our conclusion. For, 
it is certain that they exercised their superior authority 
ever all the other members of tiu permanent ministry 
indiscriminately; and of course, this was no part of 
(heir ordinary and transmissible authority. Jf it be 
said, tiiat they exercised authority over the iaferior 
part of the permanent ministry, but not over the su- 
perior part of it, the distinction w expressly denied; 
and it will be thown in the sequel, that they exer- 
cised authority, as decisively at least, omr those, 
wltorn the advocates for prehwy cUim to be bishops, 
ds over those, whom they have represented to U the 
inferior order of priests, , 
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which tpeaketh in you." This authority unques- 
tionably binds all classes of men to obedience. But 
it is manifest that this extraordinary endowment or 
authority is not necessary to fulfil the duties of the 
Commission, because it is not continued to the or- 
dinary ministry, if it were necessary to fulfil these 
duties, it must hare been continued, or the ministry 
must have ceased. Hence it is evident, that this 
high authority did not belong to the Apostles as a 
part and representation of the ordinary or permanent 
ministry, but in a distinct and extraordinary char, 
acter. There is nothing, therefore, to invalidate 
the conclusion, that the ordinary or permanent min- 
istry is of one order. 

' But a question has been made, l 

2. Whether a division of the powers is inconsistent 
with the Commission. 

It has been said, that the fall powers of the 
Commission were given to a part of the ministry, and 
to the rest but a part of these powers. The most 
learned advocate of prelacy in this country, whilst he 
expressly maintains the perpetuity of the Commis- 
sion in its full force, strongly asserts this division of 
Us powers. " There is the same necessity," he says, 
** now that there ever was, for every particular im- 
plied in the Apostolic Commission. The church of 
Christ cannot exist without it; accordingly, you 
ascribe to your Presbytery the whole authority im- 
plied in the Apostolic Commission. We ascribe but 
*part of H to the Presbyters, and the whole of it to 
the Bishops! This is the jngulum causmtf and 

Us the same idea is usually expressed m English, 
" the point on which the controversy turns;* 
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*hen this shall be once settled, the dispute must 
come to an end."! 

We admit that this is a correct statement of thm 
point in debate; and, though it maj appear as pre- 
sumptuous, as when the stripling son of Jesse vreut 
forth to meet Gohah of Gath, yet we are ready to 
join issue with the learned Doctor, and consent 
that the dispute shall be terminated by a fair decis- 
ion of this question. 

* XBowden's Letters, VoL 1. page 298. The Doc- 
tor states the same thing in substance in a number 
of places, and devotes several pages to an attempt 
to sustain this position. {Fide Letter s y Vol. 1. pp* 
355 — 364.) The Doctor in this attempt professedly 
follows Bishop Hoadly, but his reasoning is wholly 
fallacious. All the plausibility, which it may appear 
to possess, depends entirely upon artfully changing 
the gfocwd of argumentation, and upon the assump- 
tion of facts which are expressly denied. 

Nothing can be more evident than this, that Chri&t 
by tlte Commission instituted the permanent ministry, 
and made the Apostles, in their ordinary and trans- 
missible character, the first members of that ministry. 
And this is clearly implied, if not asserted, in the 
statements, which the Doctor himself makes in a num- 
ber of other places* But in his attempt to sustain this 
supposed division of powers, he artfully changes 
his ground. His reasoning, through a number of Ms 
observations, proceeds entirely upon this supposition, 
that Christ did not institute the permanent minis- 
try himself, but merely authorized the Apostles to 
institute it If the ground of his reasoning mre 
correct, it would follow irresistibly that the Commit 
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Now, my brethren, this question has been in re- 
ality decided, by the observations made upon the 
successors of the Apostles, and the answer given to 
the preceding question. But, as such great stress 
is laid upon this supposed division of powers, you 
will excuse me in making a more particular appli- 
cation of the facts and principles already establish- 
ed to this point. You cannot be surprised that the 
advocates for prelacy should insist upon this division 
of powers, with uncommon pertinacity and vehem- 
ence; since the Commission, if it will not admit of 
it, is, by their own confession, fatal to their cause. 

Now, it cannot be denied that Christ, by this 
Commission, instituted the permanent ministry.— 
This is generally conceded by the advocates of pre- 
lacy, but, if it were not, it has, we trust, been ful- 
ly proved. But it cannot be pretended, that the 
Commission makes any difference in the powers of 
those who act under it. There is not the most dis- 

sion given by Christ terminated with the Apostles, 
and that the permanent ministry depends upon a dis- 
tinct and subsequent institution of theirs. The de- 
tection of this fallacy dissipates the substance of his 
reasoning upon this point. 

But the Doctor endeavors to fortify himself by as- 
suming facts which are denied. He asserts that the 
Apostles, " in their ordinary transmissible character," 
. were superior to the Presbyters whom they ordained, 
and that the Presbyters of Eplusus and Crete were 
" debarred from ordination." Now, neither of these 
facts is admitted; and the advocate for prelacy will be 
required to prove them by clear scriptural evidence, 
oefore he can be permitted to reason from them. 
C 2 
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fan! intimation of any snch thing. All those, there* 
fore, who have a right to act under the Commission 
at all, must, as we have already observed, have a 
right to ait the power? which it confers. For if the 
authority of the Commission will justify one man, 
'who acta under it, in claiming the full powers which 
it contains, it will, for the very same reason, justify 
every other, who has a right to act under it, in 
claiming the same powers. For, I repeat it, their 
Commission makes no difference between them. 

Upon this principle, it will be easy to show, 
that this supposed division of powers is, not merely 
unauthorised by the Commission, but inconsistent 
with it. For, it excludes some from the exercise of 
those powers, which they have an equal right with 
others to claim under their joint Commission. In 
fact, by the existing system sf Episcopacy founded 
upon it, it deprives much the greater part of their 
rights, equally conferred upon them by the Supreme 
Head of the Church. So palpably inconsistent with 
the Commission is this system of prelacy, and, in 
its own nature, so evidently an usurpation. 

But the inconsistency of this supposed division of 
powers, may be contemplated in another light. The 
Commission confers no powers, but such as are ne- 
cessary to fulfil the duties, which it requires. This 
is incontrovertible. It constitutes no sinecure. The 
powers conferred are inseparable from the duties en* 
joined. For, the powers are expressly given for 
the performance ef those duties, or are fully implied, 
because they are necessary to the performance. Not 
a single power can be derived from the Commission* 
besides those which are necessary to fulfil it. 
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But it cannot be denied that all those, who ael 
tinder the Commission, are obliged to fulfil its duties. 
This obligation is not to be assumed or discarded, 
at the pleasure of the agent. By an acceptance of 
the Commission, he is bound to a faithful discharge 
of all the duties required. He is not at liberty, 
where personal service is demanded, to resign to an- 
other the dutit s imposed upon him. He cannot ex- 
cuse himself, by saying that he takes upon himself 
but part of the duties of his office. This is not at 
his option. By accepting the Commission, he has 
engaged to discharge, according to his best ability/ 
all the duties which it requires. And this obligation 
is so indispensable, that the man, who should neg- 
lect to discharge all the duties which his Commis- 
sion requires, would be liable to a forfeiture of it* 
He might, for such neglect, be cashiered from his 
office with disgrace. 

He must then fulfil his Commission. But this it is 
impossible for him to do, without the powers neces- 
sary for that purpose. These powers then he can- 
not resign. He cannot surrender them upon the 
claim of any pretended superior. For he has the 
same right to neglect his duty as to surrender his 
powers. 

But, my brethren, to illustrate the inconsistency 
of this supposed division of powers the more clear- 
ly, let us try it by a fair case. We have shown,* 
that this Commission was given to the Apostles as 
the first members and representatives of the perma- - 
nent ministry, and that it was primarily given to 
them solely. For a time, therefore, tbey were the 
only part of the permanent ministry in existence* 

*Serm. 1. Inquiry 4, 5, and 2 t 
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. Now, if the division of powers, for which the E- 
pkcopal advocate contends, were consistent with tlic 
Commission* it might have taken place among the 
Apostles themselves. For, their equalitj rests up- 
on the same ground precisely as that of their succes- 
sors. If the supposition before us be correct, some 
of the Apostles might have consistently claimed to 
themselves the whole authority of the Commission* 
and confined the other Apostles to a part of it, II 
might have been said by some of the Apostles, with 
the same propriety as it is said by some of their pre- 
tended successors: This Commission is not incon- 
sistent with a division of its powers. The whole 
authority of the Commission is conferred upon some 
of us, and upon the rest a part only of that author- 
ity. We, Peter, and James, and John, for instance, 
have alight to the full powers of the Commission; 
but you, Andrew, and Philip, and Bartholomew, 
and the rest of you, have no claim to more than a 
part of them. You may indeed preach, and baptize, 
•and administer the communion, by our permission. 
You mast take no part in the government of the 
Church, but in conformity to our special regulations. 
You must remember that you have no right at all to 
Set others apart for the ministry. We admit that 
you act under the same Commission that we do, and 
there is no difference made between us in that Com- 
mission. But it is not inconsistent with the Com- 
mission, as we have already told you, that we should 
have the whole authority of it, and you should be 
confined to a part of it. 

Now, if this conduct, in any of the Apostles, 
would have been absurd and ridiculous in the ex- 
treme, it is no less so, in any of their successors pre* 
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tending to act under the same Commission. An8 
they must pretend to act under this Commission, of 
they must throw off the mask, and pretend to act 
fender no Commission whatever. 

The advocates for prelacy are obliged to maintain 
that this Commission is in full force, because they 
can appeal to no other instituting the permanent* 
ministry. At the same time, they are under a ne- 
cessity of maintaining, that it confers, upon a very 
small portion of that ministry, its full powers, and, 
upon the great majority of the same ministry, no 
more than a subordinate authority. The former, as 
they contend, are made by the Commission a supe- 
rior order, whom they have dignified by the title of 
Bishops; the latter an inferior and subordinate one, 
whom they have been pleased to call priests. To 
the defence of these contradictory positions, they 
are compelled by the nature of their cause. For, if 
they cannot maintain this division of powers, £pis> 
eopacy is at an end. 

But this supposed division of powers is fraught* 
with such gross inconsistency, that some of the ad- 
vocates for prelacy have seemed to be solicitous to 
avoid, at least in appearance, the palpable absurdi- 
ty of it For this purpose, they have resorted to 
another supposition, possibly more plausible, but e- 
qually groundless. It has been said hi substance;, 
that it must be admitted that the Commission desig- 
nates no difference of clerical powers, and that it 
cannot be well denied that those, whom the Apostles 
first set over the churches, were vested with equal 
authority. But, in process of time, it was found that 
this arrangement exposed the churches to divisions* 

Digitized bydOOQlC 



84 

|n consequence of this, the Apostles, a little before 
their deaths, set one of the Presbyters over tiie rest, 
u that the seeds of schism might be taken away." 
This has been called the divine institution of J&pi** 
copacy. 

Now, in the view of a candid and reflecting mind, 
it would probably form at least a small olyection. to 
this statement, that the fact assumed cannot b* 
proved. It caanot be shown that any such arrange- 
Blent was made by the Apostles. 

. But, independent of this difficulty, if I could per- 
luade myself that the Apostles made this arrange- 
ment, I should be compelled at the same time to be- 
lieve, that they had been deprived of their divine 
inspiration, and left in a state of superannuation. 
■For, only look at this hypothesis. They admit in 
the first place, what indeed it is impossible for any 
wan to question, that the Commission remains in 
full force, and designates no difference of ministerial 
powers. They concede, that the arrangement first 
adopted by the Apostles was in exact conformity to 
it ; for they do not deny that ministers were set over 
fhe churches with equal powers. But what next? 
.They maintain that this ministry, formed exact/y 
according to the institution of Christ, was in time 
found inadequate to the purpose, for which he had 
appointed it. It occasioned divisions. It was in 
fact found by experience so inadequate, that a new 
arrangement became indispensable. In consequence 
of this, the Apostles— without any authority, observe, 
for the original Commission remained in full force 
by their own principles— I say then, the Apostles, 
without anj/ authority, made this new arrangement, 

Digitized bydOOQLC 



' ft* 

and deprived the *rreat majority of the ministry *F 
those powers a?»d rights, which they possessed by t 
the express imtitutijm of Christ. 

But it may be said perhaps, that the Apostles 
introduced this arrangement, by the appointment of 
Christ, or the inspiration of his Spirit. If so, 
then Christ has so far revoked his express Commift* 
aion instituting the permanent ministry. This is aft 
inevitable consequence. For, we have seen that 
the division of powers, made in this arrangement, it 
utterly inconsistent with that Commission. The 
great majority of the ministry are deprived by it of 
aeveral of those powers, to which they are equally 
entitled by their common Commission. And at 
these powers were gWen them by the express au* 
ihority of Christ, they could not be deprived of 
them, except by the same express authority. J net* 
Commission, therefore, must of necessity have been 
given^ so far revoking the original Commission, an4 
making and defining this supposed division of pow- 
ers. For, every true minister of the gospel has a 
perfect right to claim and exercise, under the orig„ 
inal Commission, its full powers, until a revocation 
pf . those full powers can be produced from the same 
Bigh Authority. The advocates of prelacy are not 
entitled to be heard in their cause, till they product 
this document. It is indispensable. No other than 
the express authority of Christ could change his 
own express institution. 

But we go further. We say, that it is impossible 
that any such arrangement could have been sanc- 
tioned by the authority of our Loan* Tfcw cannot 
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$e pretended, unless we are prepared to maintain 
that our Redeemer is utterly incompetent to his of- 
fice- If this arrangement was necessary, Ghrisi 
was essentially deficient in wisdom to provide for 
Hie welfare of his Church. He formed an institu- 
tion establishing the ministry of the gospel to f be 
end of time. But he had not wisdom enough to 
form one which would answer the purpose. It was 
found essentially deficient in a very few years. He 
was reduced to the dire necessity of making a new 
arrangement. H* was forced, for want of foresight, 
to deprive the greater part of the ministry of those 
powers, which he had conferred upon them to the 
end of the world, and confine these prerogatives to 
a few chrsen spirits. He had not, unfortunately, 
wisdom sufficient to anticipate and prevent this em- 
barrassment. He was compelled to alter and amend 
what he had left so imperfect at first. That Divine 
6aviour, " in whom are hidden all the treasures of 
wisdom and knowledge," was forced to consult ex. 
perience, was driven to expedients, was obliged to 
provide for contingencies. And what was the util- 
ity of the plan ultimately adopted? In reviewing 
the consequences of Episcopacy, an eminent di- 
vine* in the church of England was obliged to con- 
fess, that " the remedy was almost worse than the 
disease." 

Now, if it be not possible to admit all this, since 
all this follows inevitably from the hypothesit, it is 
impossible that any such arrangement could hare 
been sanctioned by the authority of our Loan. 

^Professor Whitaker, 
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But this question has been definitively settled by 
the express language of Christ. He ratified the 
Commission, which he gave his minisiers, to the 
tzfose of time. He promised his presence with them 
to the end of the world. It cannot, therefore, be 
revoked; it cannot be changed; nnless he, who is 
the same yesterday, to day, and forever, is mutable, 
and may change to day the permanent institutions, 
vfMch he established yesterday* 

We are now prepared to decide this question, 

3. What are the powers of an Elder or Presbyter? 

The answer is, the same precisely as those of a 
Bishop. These are the same as those of a pastor, 
teacher, or overseer. AH these appellations, when 
applied to the permanent ministry, designate an offi- 
cer, vested with the same essential powers. They 
are different denominations given to ministers of the 
gospel, as their powers or duties or relations are 
differently considered. But they do not, in this ap- 
plication of the terms, imply any radical difference 
of authority or duty. If a bishop, then, has a right 
to preach, so has a presbyter; if a bishop has a 
right to administer ordinances, so has a presbyter; 
if a bishop has a right to exercise any government 
in the church, so ha* a presbyter; if a bishop has a 
right to ordain, so has a presbyter. A bishop is ex- 
cluded from all superiority te the presbyter, by their 
common Commission* 

By the preceding view of the subject, we may 
ewily answer another question, 
D 
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4. Have Deacons a right to preach andlbaptfc^y 

The answer is, they have **f. We have show^n 
that the Commission makes but one order in tJ 
permanent ministry, and confers upon all the sam« 
authority. If then, any one has a right to prea&Mm. 
and baptize, he has a right to all the functions of 
the ministry. Nay, he is under indispensable obli- 
gation, as occasion requires, to discharge all thos« 
functions. The moment, therefore, a deacon has & 
right to preach and baptize, he ceases to be a dea- 
con merely, and becomes, to all intents and pur- 
poses, a bishop or presbyter. The Commission 
contemplates no amphibious ministry. If Episco- 
palians will not make the deacon a bishop or pres- 
byter, they have no right to admit him into the min- 
isterial order. c He is excluded, by the Commission, 
from all the functions of the sacred office. 

This grand Commission is a two-edged sword te 
the advocates of prelacy; it cuts off their bishop om 
the one hand, and their deacon on the other. 
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SERMON III. 

Matt, xxviii. 18, 19, 20, 
«* And Jesus came and spake unto them, saying, AM 
power is given unto me in heaven and in earth* Go ye* 
therefore, and teach all nations, baptising them in the 
name of {he Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Ghost; teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I 
have commanded you: and, to, I am with you alway, 
\ unto the end of the world. Amen" 



THIS general Commission, as we have seen, is 
conclusive upon every material question relative to 
the order and powers of the permanent ministry. 
If we had nothing to which we could appeal but the 
original institution, we should stand on firm ground. 
We could not be driven from our position, till thift 
sacred charter of the christian ministry could be set 
aside. 

But this position is not insulated. It is supported 
by a series of facts and circumstances, recorded io 
the Acts of the Apostles and the Epistles. From 
these distinct sources of proof the same conclusions 
result It is proper indeed to appeal to the original 
institution as the charter of our rights and powers, 
but we are justly entitled to the other considerations 
as auxiliary arguments in confirmation of our claims* 

Before we enter upon these inquiries, however, it 
Is proper to attend to some preliminaries. 

1. Let us first notice those considerations, which 
confirm our conclusion concerning the office ef 
{•aeon. 
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We hare seen that the deacon is, in that capaci- 
ty, excluded from the peculiar functions of the sa- 
cred office. We do not mean that the office of dea- 
con is incompatible with that of a bishop or pres- 
byter. We do not undertake to say, that a matt 
might not be invested with both these offices at tiie 
■ame time. But as & deacon, no man has a right to 
any of the appropriate functions of a presbyter <** 
bishop. 

Now, this is confirmed by the institution of dea- 
cons. " And in those days, when the number of 
the disciples was multiplied, there arose a murmur- 
ing of the Grecians against the Hebrews, because 
their widows were neglected in the daily ministra- 
tion. Then the Twelve called the multitude of the 
disciples unto them, and said, It is not reason 
that we should leave the word of God and serve ta- 
bles. Wherefore, brethren, look ye out among yoa 
seven men of honest report, full of the Holy Ghost 
and wisdom, whom we may appoint over this busi- 
ness. But we will give ourselves continually to 
prayer, and the ministry of the word."* They 
were accordingly chosen and appointed. 

Nothing surely could be more perspicuous and de- 
cisive. A clear and marked distinction is made 
between the deacon and the minister of the word. 
Deacons were introduced for the sole purpose of at- 
tending to " the daily ministration." They were to 
make the necessary distribution of supplies "and 
tarve tables." They were expressly " appointed 

Acts, vi. 1—4 
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erer this bifeineBs." Their office, therefore, relat- 
ed entirely to secular objects. On the other hand, 
the ministers of the word were required, as their 
peculiar service, to labor in " the word, of God*'* 
This they must not " leave" or neglect " and serve 
tables." Their office required them to " give" them- 
selves " continually to prayer, and the ministry tff 
the word." Their office, therefore, related, entirely 
to sacred objects. If any two offices could be made 
distinct, and marked with precision and discrimina- 
tion, they are the offices of the deacon and the min- 
ister of the word. There is not a single circum- 
stance, in which their appropriate duties coincide. 
And yet, in the face of all this evidence, we are 
told that a deacon, by virtue of his office, has a 
right to a part of the peculiar functions of the sacred 
office. But if these offices may be confounded, coo- 
fusion surely cannot be prevented by the language 
•f inspiration* 

But some Episcopalians have attempted to defend 
the right of a deacon to preach and baptize, because 
the Apostles " prayed and laid their bands on them.' ' 
This, say they, was an ordination. An ordina- 
tion to what? most clearly, to the office and duties 
to which they were chosen. It was an ordination 
to * serve tables." 

But it is asserted that Stephen preached. — There 
is no proof, however, ef this. " Stephen," we are 
informed, " full cf faith and power, did great won- 
ders and miracles among the people." He disputed 
with the Libertines, Cyrenians, and Alexandrians; 
?an<l they were not able to resist the wisdom an* 
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the spirit by which he spake." He defended laim- 
self, when accused, before the Council.* But there 
is no proof that he preached. This must be taken 
for granted. 

But if it were possible to*pro?e this, it would not 
follow, that he preached by virtue of the deacon** 
office. On the contrary, we should be absolutely 
certain from the precise terms of the institution, that 
he did not preach by the authority of a deacon, but 
by a distinct and superior authority. For we know 
that deacons, by the terms of their institution, had 
no more authority to preach than any private broth- 
er. The office had no manner of relation to that 
object; except, by relieving tha ministers of the 
word from those secular avocations, which prevent- 
ed them from attending to their ministry. 

But we frequently hear it insisted that Philip 
preached and baptized. — But we are likewise ex- 
pressly informed, that Philip, •■ who was one of the 
seven," was an " evangelist."t Now, can it be 
proved, that he preached and baptized as a deacon, 
and not as an evangelist? If not, the argnment is 
gone* 

*Acts 9 vi. 8—10, vii. 2, &c. 

tdets, mi. 8- The language of the historian is, 
" we entered into the house of Philip the evangtUst 
(which was one of the seven) and abode with km.'* 
Though Philip was first introduced to our aequ<mt» 
once as one of the seven deacons, and therefore that 
oircumstanoe is noticed to identify the person, yet it* 
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But some may be disposed to think that the qual- 
ifications, which the Apostle* requires for the office 
of deacon, are so high, that he must be entitled to 
some portion of the ministerial functions. But sure* 
ly it will not be pretended that qualifications alone 
are sufficient. He must be placed in the proper of- 
fice. But if the Apostle intended the deacon to 
preach, why did he omit that indispensable and di»- 
tinguishing qualification " aptness to teach.'" 

The truth is, that the qualifications required are 
appropriate to the office of deacon, without any ref- 
erence to this supposition. We should recollect 
that this office was of great importance to the 
church. The civil institutions ot modern times, 
which have grown out of the prevalence of Chris- 
tianity, have in a measure superseded some of the 
great duties of this office. But, in ancient times, 
deacons were obliged to take care of the poor, pro- 
Tide for the ministers of the word, and transact as the 
agents of the church all its secular concerns. It wag 
indispensable, therefore* that the "deacons" should 

no less eertem from the manner in which he is men* 
timed here, thai " Philip the evangelist" was his com- 
mon appellation* By this title he was designated as a 
preacher of the gospeL But it is incumbent upon 
Episcopalians to prove, not to conjecture, that he 
preached and baptized as a deacon simply, before he 
was an evangelist. For, if he did not preach and 
baptize as a deacon simply, the fact is nothing to 
their purpose* 

f I Tinu tii. 8— 10* 
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* be gfhre % " discreet men; « not double-tongued,* 
batmen of veracity; " not given to much wine,* 
but men of temperate habits; " not greedy of filthy 
lucre," but men of strict probity and public spirit. 
And as, from the nature of their duties, they must 
have had much intercourse with the brethren, they 
possessed ptculair opportunities to corrupt tiie 
church, if they entertained false doctrines and were 
disposed to make parties. The Apostle, therefore, 
wisely added that they must " hold the mystery of 
the faith in a pure conscience." And as so much 
confidence must be reposed in them, it was neces- 
sary that sufficient time and proper means should be 
taken to " prove" them, and ascertain their real 
characters before they were inducted into the office; 
Thus it appears, that the qualifications required 
were appropriate to an officer for transacting the 
secular concerns of the church, and give no counte- 
nance to the supposition that he was entitled to anj 
of the functions of the sacred office. 

But we are reminded that the ApostFe informs us* 
that " they that have used the office of a deacon 
well purchase to themselves a good degree and great 
boldness in the faith which is in Christ Jesus." 
Now, it is contended, that the Apostle means « a 
good degree" in the sacred ministry, « and great 
boldness" in preaching the gospel. 

This certainly cannot be proved to be the Apo* 
tie's meaning. But it may be granted with perfect 
•afety. For, we must observe, that when deaconf 
•• have used the office well," they « purchase" or 
mpcurc to themselves this preferment It is wpr* 
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eented by the Apostle simply as a reward for their 
faithfulness in the office of deacon. It is nothing 
which they possess in this office. But if the inter- 
pretation above be admitted, it will follow that a 
faithful deacon in consideration of this service, 
might be admitted to the office of a bishop or pres- 
byter, in this way, he might obtain eventually «« a 
good degree" in the sacrtd ministry, and, by the 
unblemished reputation, which he had preserved in 
the office of deacon, he would become entitled in 
the pastoral office to use " great boldness" in preach- 
ing the g03pel. The Apostle's language directly 
implies that these were no part of the office of dea* 
con* 

There is rothiag mentioned in the scripture to 
obscure, in the least degree, the clear line of dis- 
tinction, marked between these offices in their re- 
spective institutions. There is not a single circum- 
stance, properly understood, that gives the least 
countenance to the assumed right of the deacon to 
preach and baptize* On the contrary, the express 
institutions, both of the sacred ministry and the of*' 
fiee of deacon, exclude him from these functions. 
If then, he presumes to intrude himself into the sa- 
cred office, how is it possible to show, that he does 
not take " his censer and offer strange fire before the 
Loud?" 

2, The spiritual or supernatural gifts, conferred 
vpon the Apostolic Church, form likewise a prelim* 
inary, which demands our attention. 

In the first epistle to the Corinthians,* the Apof* 
*Chap. xii. 
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fee undertakes to speak very particularly «onecr*- 
ing these gifts. "Now, concerning spiritual gifts, 
brethren, I would not have you ignorant. . . TJbere 
are diversities of gifts, but the same Spirit. And 
there are differences of administrations, but the same 
Lord. And there are diversities of operations, but 
it is the same God which worketh atl in all* But 
the ministration of the Spirit is given to every man 
to profit withal. For to one is given by the Spirit 
the word of wisdom; to another the word of knowl- 
edge by the same Spirit; to another faith by the same 
Spirit; to another the gift of beating by the same 
Spirit; to another the working of miracles; to amoth* 
er prophecy; to another discerning of spirits; to as- 
Other diverse kinds of tongues; to another the in> 
terpretation of tongues : but all these worketh that 
•ne and the self same Spirit, dividing to every mam 
severally as he will."* 

* This*' (as the Apostle Peter informs us) "is that 
which was spoken by the prophet Joel; and it 
•hall come to pass in the last days (saith God) I 
will pour out of my Spirit upon all flesh: and your 
sons and your daughters shall prophesy, and your 
young men shall see visions, and your old men shall 
dream dreams: and on my servants, and on my 
hand-maidens, I will pour out in those days of my 
Spirit; and they shall prophesy ."f These spiritual 
gifts were, by no means, confined to the ministry. 
In many instances, they appear to have been be* 
atowed uptn private brethren, or sisters in th* 
•hurch. To the ministry as well as others they 
were given in great variety, and in different propo* 

SI Cer. »i, 1, 4—11 . UcU ii, 16-11. 
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Vtons, according to the good pleasure of the saflft 
Holy Spirit. But as these supernatural gifts wer# 
mo common in the first age of the Church, those* 
who were endowed with them, appear to hare been 
classed according to the number or nature of their 
^ifts. The variety of the gifts and the classification 
of the persons, the Apostle proceeds to illustrate by 
the members of the human body.* He then enters 
upon a distinct specification of several of these 
classes. " And God hath set some in the 
church, first, apostles; secondarily, prophets; third- 
ly, teachers; after that, miracles; then gifts of heal- 
ings, helps, governments, diversities of tongues. 
Are all apostles? are all prophets? are all teachersf 
are all workers of miracles? have all the gifts of 
healing? do all speak with tongues? do all inter- 
pret?'^ He then makes his transition to the next 
subject, in a manner to fix his meaning beyond th« 
possibility of doubt. " But covet earnestly the best 
gifts: and yet shew I unto you a more excellent 
way. Though I speak with the tongues of men and 
of angels, and have not charity, I am become as 
sounding brass, or a tinkling cymbal. And though 
I have the gift of prophecy, and understand all mys- 
teries and all knowledge; and though 1 have all 
faith, so that I could remove mountains, and have 
not charity, I am nothing."^ If then a professed 
discussion of this subject, if the appropriate signifi. 
cation of the language used, and the contrast so 
pointedly maiked in the transition to the succeed- 
ing topic, are sufficient to ascertain the meaning of 

# 1 Cor. xii. 12—27. fl Car. xiL 28—30. tFeru 
Sl,&xiiL 1,2. 
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the Apostle, there is not a shadow of reason to que* 
tkro, that he founds his classification solely upon 
spiritual or supernatural gifts.* 

« Such were the supernatural gifts, with which 
the first preachers and ministers of the gospel were 
endowed; and by which they effectually and speed- 
iYy established the gospel, in the most populous and 
most civilized provinces of the Roman Empire, JJm 
these gifts were equally necessary,'" in the Grat age, 
« for the upholding of the church. For the greatest 
part of the first believers, having been originally 
heathens, were utterly destitute of all spiritual idea* 
and had but very imperfect notions of morality. To 
remedy that defect, the converts from idolatry were 
formed into churches, and appointed to assemble 
together for their mutual instruction, and the joint 
worship of God. And lest through ignorance or 
prejudice they might have misled one another, the 
spiritual gifts were bestowed on a number of them, 
to fit them for presiding in the public worship."! 

In this manner were various classes of religious 
instructors provided, in the infancy of the church, 

•*Sf. Paul sometimes calls these extraordinary en- 
dowments " spiritual gifts" or « gift" 1 Cor. xii. I- 
xiv. 1, 12. Bom, i. 11. In one instance he calls 
them ''gifts nf the Holy Ghost." Eeb. ii. 4. He 
frequently contents himself with the simple dmomtna* 
tion "gift" or "gifts." 1 Cor. I 7, xii. 4, 31. Eph 
iii. 7. iv. 8. Rom. xii. 6. 



\MacknigU m loc. 

i 
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Tot the propagation of the faith or the edification of 
4he converts* 

This was agreeable to the prediction o( the Psalm- 
ist, concerning the fruits of the triumphant ascen- 
sion of the Messiah into heaven. " Theu hast as- 
eended on high, thou hast led captivity captive: 
thou hast received gifts for men; yea, for the rebell- 
ious also, that the Lord God might dwell among 
ikem"* In reference to this event, fhe Apostte 
Peter, in giving an account of the miraculous gifts, 
conferred upon the disciples by the ascended Sav- 
iour, on the day of Pentecost, declares to the Jews 
and proselytes; " Therefore, being by the right hand 
of God exalted, and having received of the Father 
the promise of the Holy Ghost, he hath shed forth 
this, which ye now see and hear."t Inihp magnifi- 
cent description of the Psalmist, "it is supposed, there 
Is an allusion to the custom of kings, who, after vic- 
tories, and on other great occasions, distributed gifts 
among their subjects. f Messiah, after his trium- 
phal entry into Heaven, distributed to his subjects 
'the gifts of bis Spirit," to usher his kingdom into the 
world with becoming glory, and to furnish a sufficient 
, ^number of his disciples with those supernatural gifts, 

*Ps. lxviii. 18. Ucts il 33. 

$" Thus, when David brought up the ark, he dealt 
4o every one of Israel, both man and woman, to eve* 
ty one a loaf of bread, and a good piece of flesh, and 
* flaggon of wine. 1 Chron. xvi. 3. In like man- 
ner, at the dedication of the temple, Solomon feasted 
nil who came to that solemnity Airing seven days. 9 
% Kings viii. 65. Macknight. 
£ 
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Which were necessary for (he diffusion of the$o*peI 
and the edification of the rising church. "Where- 
fore he saith, When he ascended up on high, he led 
captivity captive, and gave gifts unto men. And bt 
gave some, apostles; and some prophets; and some 
evangelists; and some, pastors and teachers." For, 
extraordinary or supernatural instructors were indis- 
pensable, at the commencement of the gospel dis- 
pensation, " for the perfecting of the saints, for the 
work of the ministry, for the edifying c£ the body of 
Christ." They were indispensable, till the church 
should be fully established upon the plan of the gos- 
pel, and completely instructed in the mysteries oi 
the faith by divine revelation; till it had passed the 
critical and dangerous period of childhood, and ar- 
rived at a maturity of strength and knowledge; or, 
as the Apostle happily expressed the sentiment, 
«' till we all come in the unity of the faith, and of 
the knowledge of the Son of God, unto a perfect 
man, unto the measure of the stature of the fulness 
of Christ."* 

Now, it cannot he pretended, with the least ap- 
pearance of reason, that the classification, which tbc 
Apostle founded upon supernatural gifts, forms any 
precedent for a distinction of orders in the perma- 
nent or.ordinary ministry. The advocates for pre- 
lacy do not claim more than three orders for their 
ministry. If then, they should be disposed to con- 
tend that the classification of spiritual men or extra? 
ordinary ministers, in the Apostolic age, authorizes 
distinctions of order in the ordinary ministry, it ii 

*Epfas. iv. 8, 11—13. 
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impossible to say, by what species of arithmeti* 
they could reduce them to their favorite number, or 
which three they would agree to select* 

But one thing is certain, they can make no claim 
to any of these classes, nor to any distinction in 
consequence, unless they can show that they possess 
the same supernatural gifts on which they were 
founded. When they substantiate this fact, we shall 
be ready to admit their claim, and to acknowledge 
that they are inferior to the Apostolic church, solely 
because they have a less number of miraculous orders* 

But the truth is, that these classes authorize no 
distinction of order in the permanent ministry. This 
is demonstrated by a single consideration. We 
know that all these supernatural gifts were designed 
to cease, within a very limited period; and conse. 
quently, all the distinctions founded upon them must 
have ceased, at the same time. They have, there- 
fore, no concern whatever with the question of or- 
ders, or distinct powers, in the ordinary or perma- 
nent ministry. Whatever privileges or prerogatives 
may have been attached to those supernatural quali- 
fications, they are all gone with the qualifications on 
which they were founded. And as these endow- 
ments were extraordinary and temporary, they do 
not, in the least degree, invalidate the position, 
that all the ministers of the gospel, in the Apostles' 
days, w their ordinary transmissible character, were 
vested with equal powers. As members or repre- 
sentatives of the permanent ministry, they were alt 
of one order.* 

*lt is of no manner of consequence, that some of 
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4. There is one other preliminary, on which If If 

ifc names, which the Apostle has used in the classifi- 
eation of spiritual men may be applied to members of 
the permanent ministry r as their duties or relations are 
differently contemplated* This is obvious; because the 
Apostle is not treating of them as members of the per* 
manent ministry, but solely as spiritual men, or per- 
sons endowed with supernatural gifts for the service of 
the church according to the exigencies of the time. 

" In the catalogues of spiritual men* whom Christ 
placed in the church, {Rom. xii. 6 — 8. 1 Cor. xii. 28. 
\Ephcs. iv. 11,) bishops mid deacons are not mentioned. 
The reason is, though many of the first bishops and* 
deacons were endowed with spiritual gifis, it was not 
necessary that they should be spiritual men. All /Ac 
duties of their office might be performed, with the help 
of natural talents and acquired endowments ." 

*' Although the offices of the spiritual men were of- j 
great importance in the clmrch, there is no account 
given in scripture of the qualifications necessary to the 
spiritual men* as of the qualifications necessary to 
bishops and deacons; because their office was to con' 
tinue only for a time, and because thry were placed in 
the church, not by tlie designation of men, but by the 
immediate designation of Christ himself who placed 
them by the supernatural gifts, with which he endowed 
them. The case was different with the bishops and 
deacons. Their offices were to continue in the church 
ta the end of the world; and the persons, who 
were to discharge these offices, were to be cho- 
sen in every age by men, who, not having ihe 
gift of discerning spirits, needed to U directed in Adt 
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pfroperto bestow some attention* This is the pre* 
eminence of the Apostles,* 

choice. Particular rules, therefore, are given in scrip* 
ture, for the election of fit persons to discharge these 
offices; and in making the choice; the church is left to ' 
apply these rules, according to the dictates of common 
prudence? Macknight on 1 Tim* v. 17. 

% The term Apostle literally signifies, one sent forth. 
In its original meaning, it is applicable to any messen- 
ger* Hence, Christ Jesds is called " the Apostle of 
our profession? (Heb. iii. 1.) because he was sent 
forth from Q od as " the messenger of the covenant? 
(Mai. iii. 1.) This is likewise the original term, by 
which " the messengers of the churches" were denomi- 
nated. (1 Cor. viii. 23.) 

Our Lord was pleased, hoivever, to give this' term 
amove particular application. "He called unto him 
his disciples; and of them he chose twelve, whom also 
he named Apostles? {Luke, vi. 13.) Their first 
mission (Matt, x.) was merely preparatory to the in* 
troduction of the gospel dispensation* They were ex* 
pressfy restricted to the people of Israel. " Go not 
into the way of the Gentiles, and into any city of the 
Samaritans enter ye not: but go rather to the lost sheep 
of the house of Israel." (Verse 5, 6.) But Hill this 
mission had a prospective reference to their future des~ 
iihation. Our Saviour warned them, (verse 17,J8, 22,) 
«* Beware of men; for they will deliver you ufto the 
councils; and they will scourge you in their syna- 
gogues: and' ye shall be brought before gov- 
ernors and kings for my sake, for a testimony 
£ 2 
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It appears that the Apostles had a preeminence 
to all other spiritual men, in the supernatural gift* 

against them and the Gentiles. . .And ye shall be hated 
of all wen for my names salec" These and several 
ether remarks made to them, when they were first sent 
forth, had a principal, if not exclusive reference to 
their general mission after tlu ascension of our Lord- 
At that time, of course, teas to be fulfilled to them, in 
a special manner, that promise, (verse 19, 20 ) " But 
ivltfen they deliver you up, take no thouglU how or what. 
&c shall spealc; for it shall be given you in that same 
hour what ye shall speak* For it is not ye that speak 9 
but the Spirit of your Father which speaketh in you. 

A personal Commission from our Lord appears t+ 
have been necessary to the preeminence of an Apostle*. 
This was unquestionably the fact in regard to the 
Eleven, after Judas by transgression had fatten* 
" 'Then said Jesus to them again, Peace be unto you: 
as my Father hath sent me, even so send I you" (John, 
xx. 21.) And when the title of St. Paul to the Apos- 
tolate had been called in question among the Galatians* 
"he opened his Epistle to them, by a direct appeal to the 
personal Commission, which he had received from the 
Saviour, in vindication of his title* "Paul, an apos- 
tle, not of men, neither by man, but by Jesus Christ,. 
and God the Father, who raised him from the dead." 
(Gal. L 1 ) The same method he adopted to silence the 
clamor of his opposers at Corinth: " Am I not an 
apostle? am I not free? liave I not seen Jesus Chris* 
our Lord?" (1 Cor. ix. 1, & xi. 23. Acts, ix. 5, 6, 
15, 16. xxvi. 14 — 18.) - Hence, it follows, ihat^ 
the appointment, which Matthias received, could not 
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ffrith which they were endowed. " Fea* came apm 
•very soul" in the rising church at Jerusalem; " and 
many wonders and signs were done by the a- 
postles."* " And by the hands of the apostles were 
many signs and wonders wrought among the 
people • . . insomuch that they brought forth the 
tick into the streets, and laid them on beds and 
couches, that at the least the shadow of Peter pass- 
ing by might overshadow some of them. There 
came also a multitude out of the cities round about 
unto Jerusalem, bringing sick folks, and them which 
were vexed with unclean spirits: and they were 
healed every one. n t ** And God wrought special 
miracles by the hand of Paul: bo that from his body 
were. brought unto the sick handkerchiefs or apron?,, 
and the diseases departed from them, and the evil 
spirits went out of tbem."^ 

invest him with the preeminence of the apostolate. As 
Dr. Macknight has pertinently observed, " No man r 
nor body of men whatever, could by their delegation, 
confer an office, whose authority bound the consciences* 
of all men, and whose duties could not be performed* 
without the gifts of inspiration and miracles. To or- 
dain an Apostle belonged to Christ alone, who, with 
the appointment, could also give the supernatural 
powers necessary to the function. Some time, there- 
fore, after the election of Matthias, Jesus himself 
seems to heme superseded it, by appointing another t* 
be his apostle and witness inthe place of Judas" Pre* 
tim. Essay U 

*Jcts ii. 43. U<fc T. 12, 15, 16; \Acts xi** 
1W 
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They appear likewise to hare possessed a pre* 
eminent variety of spiritual gifts. St. Paul, for in- 
stance, had the gifts of wisdom, knowledge, proph- 
ecy, discerning of spirits, miracles, healing, tongues, 
and interpretation of tongues* 

In this manner, were the Apostles endowed with 
supernatural gifts, in the greatest perfection and 
rariety, as the first order of spiritual men* 

At the same time, there is reason to believe, that 
the power of conferring spiritual gifts upon others 
was peculiar to the Apostles. This is obvious)/ 
implied in the account given of the mission of two 
of the Apostles to Samaria. " Now when the 
apostles, which were at Jerusalem, heard that Sa- 
maria had received the word of God, they sent unto. 
them Peter and John ; who, when they were come 
down, prayed for them, that they might receire the- 
Holt Ghost. For as yet he had fallen upon none 
of them: only they were baptized in the name of the 
Lord Jesus. Then laid they their hands upoa 
them and they received the Holt Ghost.* 

Now it cannot be questioned, that this had refer- 
ence, either to the gifts, or the graces of the Spirit. 
But it could not refer to the graces of the Spirit, 
because we are expressly informed, that they had 
heUeve d and were baptized^ Philip undoubtedly re- 
quired of each one of them, as a prerequisite to bap- 
tism, a profession of the same faith, which be re- 
quired of the Ethiopian eunuch, " If thou belierat 

Actsrm. 14— 17. \V. 12. 
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"frtfk all thine heart, thou mayest."* If then them 
*was one sincere believer among the whole number,. 
it could not bare been said, that the Holt Ghost* 
had fallen upon none of them to communicate spir- 
itual graces. For these graces are inseparable fronv 
evangelical faith. Fop " faith worketh by lore.'* 
It could not be said of one genuine believer,. 
that he was destitute of the graces of the SpiriU 
Hence it is evident, that the Apostles laid their 
bands on them to communicate the miraculous gift* 
•f the Holt Ghost. 

This is confirmed by the application of SimoiF 
Magus. " And when Simon sow, that through lay- 
ing on of the apostles 9 hands the Holt Ghost was- 
given, he offered them money, saying, Give me this 
power, that on whomsoever I lay hands, he may re- 
ceive the Holt GH0ST."t The effect produced by 
the imposition of the Apostles 7 hands, must, there- 
fore, have been something visible and admirable* It 
was something that excited the wonder and am- 
bition of the crafty magician; something, which, he 
readily perceived, would give him an influence and 
elevation, superior to the popularity derived from 
those arts of sorcery, by which he bad so fascinat- 
ed the people, that they thought him to be " th« 
great power of God*"£ Nothing surely could have 
corresponded to this account, but those miraculous 
gifts conferred upon the first converts, and which, 
were so truly wonderful and astonishing! 

But if a shadow of doubt could remain upon thia 

• Jets viH. 37 . \V. 18, 19. \V. Q-l U 
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sabjecty it must be removed by a due consideration 
of the Apostle's reply. " But Peter said- unto him, 
Thy money perish with thee, because tbou bast 
thought that the gift of God may be purchased 
ftith money* Thou hast wither part nor lot in this 
matter: for thy heart is not right in t/tf sight of 
God."* By this it appears, that the Holy Uhosj 
was not to be conferred by the Apostles upon one, 
who did not possess a good heart. He had c * nei- 
ther part nor lot in the matter." Tbe declaration' 
clearly implies that he had no concern, in any man*: 
ner whatever, with the communication of tbe Holt 
Ghost. As his heart was not right in the eight of 
Gt)D, he was excluded not merely from the power 
to confer, but from any title to enjoy, the gift of (he. 
Houy Ghost. If be were not- to be excluded from 
the latter as well as the former, he might certainly 
hare had some part or lot in the matter. He might; 
have received the gift, if he could not obtain th*i 
pttmrj 

f/f any. one should be disposed still to insist, that\ 
the exclusion ought to be restricted to tlie power to con~> 
fer the Holy Ghost, he will involve himself in an ab- 
surdity. For, if the Apostles were merely restricted: 
from granting tlie power to a man of this character 9 » 
then they were authorized to bestow the gift upon one, 
whose heart was not right in the sight of God. They 
might have conferred the gift of the Holt Ghost upon 
Simon, who was " in the gall of bitterness, and in the 
bond of iniquity," as consistently as upon the most 
humble, and pious believer in Samaria. 

*V. 20, 21. 
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TT this reasoning be correct, it follows ftat tlit 
Apostles were not authorized to confer the Hour 
: Ghost upon one, whose heart -mas not right in At 
sigltt of God. But how any one, whose heart mas 
right in the sight of God* could be destitute of all 
the graces of the Spirit, exceeds my comprehension* 
*1« the corrupt and sinful heart of any man made up- 
right and holy, independently of the gracious influ- 
ences of the Holy Ghost? If not, then the Holt 
•Ghost was to be bestowed upon the auljects, not in 
<lus gracious influences, but in his miraculous powers* 

As little can it be. questioned, that the power of 
bestowing this. gift waB peculiar to the A,postles. If 
this power had been common to them and otherj, 
there tvould have been no occasion for the suspei- 
Bion of this gift till the Apostles arrived, and laid 
their hands upon the new converts, Philip was one 
-of the most distinguished evangelists, and performed 
illustrious miracles for the confirmation of the tiulh.* 
But he was not authorized to confer the girts of the 
Holy Ghost. It was mcessary for the Apostles to 
go from Jerusalem to Samaria, and lay their hands 
upon the converts, before they could receive these 
supernatural endowments. This power must, there- 
fore, have been peculiar to the Apostles, and a part 
of their special preeminence. 

In confirmation of this conclusion, we may ad- 
duce the declaration of the Apostle to the Romans. 
44 1 long to see you, that I may impart unto you 
jK>me spiritual gift, to the end ye may be .establish^ 
ed."t This church was not destitute of spiritual 
men,t but tbere was occasion for additional gifts for 

*F.O. 1. Wom.u IK %Vid. xii. 
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&e -establishment of their faith. The Apostle ^ras, 
therefore, extremely desirous to visit them, that be 
anight supply this deficiency. But there could ha?« 
been no occasion for his solicitude, nor any neces- 
sity of his presence, on this account, if other spir- 
itual men besides the Apostles had possessed this 
power. It must, therefore, have been peculiar is 
the Apostles. 

In correspondence with this representation is th% 
account concerning the twelve disciples of Jobo, 
with whom St. Paul met at Ephesus. When " thejr 
were baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus; and 
when Paul had laid his hands upon them, the Bolt 
Ghost came on them; and they spake with tongue** 
*nd prophesied."* 

*Acts xix. 1 — 7. * c When the phrase, poured out* 
is used in scripture, to signify the communication of 
spiritual gifts, it denotes that these gifts were imparted, 
not by the imposition of the hands of men, but imme- 
diately from heaven, accompanied with some visible 
sign or token; of which we have instances, Acts ii. 2, 
3, 4, compared with verse 1 7 and 33 — and x. 44, 45. 
Seeing the Apostle speaks of himself {Tit, iii. 6, in the 
original) as one of those, on whom the Holt Ghos* 
was poured out, we are warranted to Relieve, that he 
received the gift of the Holt Ghost by an immediate 
ittapsc from heaven, and not by the imposition of the 
hands of Ananias; and that Ananias'* words to Saul 
Jets ix. 17. " The Lord Jesus hath sent me that 
thou mightest receive thy sight, and be fitted with (he 
floLY Ghost," though preceded by putting his haiub on 
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But the preeminence of the Apostles principally 
consisted in the revelation of the Divine will to com* 
j>lcte the system of the gospel. 

Our blessed Saviour did not, in the course of his 
ministry, make a complete revelation of the gospel. 
fie informed his Apostles, on the evening before his 
crucifixion, " I have yet many things to say unto 
.you, but ye cannot bear them now."* To supply 
this deficiency of knowledge, and to qualify them 
for the unerring instruction of mankind, it was the 
design of our Lord to grant them the plenary inspi- 
ration of the Holy Spirit. For this extraordinary 
|>art of their ministry, our Saviour gave them a spe- 
cial Commission after his resurrection. " Then said 

tke Apostle, do not mean that Ananias was sent to 
communicate the Holt Ghost to him hy the imposition 
tff his hands: For, in that case, Paul could not have said* 
2 Cor. xi. 5, 1 am in nothing behind the very great- 
est of the Apostles. But his meaning is, that he was 
sent to restore Saul's sight, and to baptise him, that 
after his baptism he might be filled wtth the gifts of 
the Holy uthost immediately from heaven, accompanied 
with the usual sensible sign, which Saul, having recov- 
ered his sight, was to see. Agreeably to this account 
of the matter, in Christ's commission to Ananias, 
Acts ix. 12, no mention is mad: of his communicating 
the Holy Ghost to Saul, but enly of his putting his 
hands on him that the mi^ht receive h 4 s sight; neither 
is any thing else mentioned by the Jpostle himself 
Acts xxii. 13, 16." Macknight iriloc. 

*John xvi. 12- 
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Jeatis to them again, Peace be unto you: wt» *x*Y 
Father hath sent me, even so send I you. -And 
when he had said this he breathed on them, cmd 
saith unto them, Receive ye the Holt Ghost 
Whose soever sins ye remit, they are remitted ntkto 
them; and whose soerer sins ye retain they are r&- 
tained."* Nothing surely can be mdre obvious €2*&li 
the meaning of this language. *« As «y Fat^ie* 
kath sent me w to make a revelation of bis will, *** o- 
Ven so send I you 49 to make a revelation of my w£f#« 
A* this extraordinary mission is entrusted to yotr, 
I shall not leave you destitute of the authority ajttf 
qualifications indispensable to fulfil it. " ftecef w* 
the Holt Ghost*' for your inseparable and tonerrhvg 
guide, " The Spirit of truth" wifl instruct you to 
describe, with infallible certainty, the may in which 
sins may be forgiven, and the iharucttrs, to whom 
they shall be remitted; as well as the thare^ters <ef 
those whose sins Shall be retained. And by impart: * 
fog to you the power of discerning spirits, he will 
enable you to make a just application of these prin- 
ciples to individuals, and to declare, without the 
possibility of error, whose sins are remitted untothem^ 
nnd whose sins are retained* 

This extraordinary authority is illustrated and 
confirmed, by many other declarations of our Lord 
to his Apostles. tc And he said unto them, These 
are the words which I spake unto yon, while I wag 
yet with you, that all things must be fulfilled which 
were written in the law of Moses, and in the proph- 
ets, and in the Psalms, concerning me. Then open* 

*Jokn xx. 21—13. 
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eethet their understanding, that they might understand 
the scriptures"* " I. will pray the Father, and he 
shall give you another Comforter, that he may abide 
faith you forever; even the Spirit of truth; whom the 
world eannot receive, because it seeth him not, nei- 
ther knovveth him: but ye know him; for he dweUeth 
with you, and shall be in you."t " The Comforter, 
which is the Holy Ghost, whom the Father will 
send in my name, he shall teach you all things, and 
bring all things to. your remembrance, whatsoever I 
have said unto you "$ " I have yet many things to 
lay unto you, but ye cannot bear them now* Hew- 
beit, when he, the Spirit of truth* is come, he will 
guide you into all truth: for he shall not speak of 
himself but whatsoever he shall hear, that shall he 
speak: and he will shew you things to come* He 
shall glorify me: for he shall receive of wine, and 
shall shew it unto you. All things that the Father 
hath are mine: therefore said I, That he shall take 
of mine, and shall shew it unto you."§ " Behold, 
I send the promise of my Father upon yeu: but tarry 
ye in the city of Jerusalem, until ye be endued with 
power from on high."j| " For John truly baptized 
with water; but ye shall be baptized with the Holt 
Ghost not many days hence. ..Ye shall reeeive 
power, after that the Holt Ghost is come upon you: 
and ye shall be witnesses unto me, both in Jerusa- 
lem, and in all Judea, and in Samaria, and unto the 
'uttermost part of the earth. And when he had spo- 
ken these things, while they beheld,, he was taken 
up; and a oloud received him out of their sight."1T 

*Luke xxiv. 44, 45. jJohn xiv. 16, 1 7. \Verse 25, 
26. §xvi. 12—15. \Luke xxiv, 49. If Acts i. 5, 8, 9. 
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Nor can there be the least doubt that the Aposffe 
Paul reeeived a special Commission for the same 
purpose. " At raid-day, O king! I saw in the way 
a light from heaven, above the brightness of the 
sun, shining round about me, and theiw which Jour- 
neyed with me. And when we were ail fallen to 
the earth, I heard a voice speaking unto me, and 
saying, in the Hebrew tongue, Saul, Saul, why per- 
secuted thou me? It is hard for thee to kick against 
the pricks. And I said, Who art thou, Lord? And 
he b aid, I am Jesub whom thou persecutes^ But 
rise, and stand upon thy feet: for I have appeared 
unto thee for this purpose, to make thee a minister 
and a witness, both of these things which thou heat 
seen, and of those things in the which I will appear 
unto flue; delivering thee from the people, and from 
the Gentiles, unto whom now 1 send thee, to ope* 
their eyes, and to turn them from darkness to light, 
and from the power of Satan unto 6 on, that they 
may receive forgiveness of sins, and inheritance 
among them which are sanctified by faith that i& 
in me."* 

Some of the superior prophets, indeed, were prob- 
ably very fully inspired for the due interpretation of 
the ancient scriptures. Some of the evangelists 
appear to have been under the special superintend- 
ence of the Spirit, for the recollection of the history 
and instructions of our Lord. But, in addition to 
all the gifts enjoyed by these and other spiritual 
men, it appears to have been reserved for the pecul- 
iar honor of the Apostles to complete the system of 

*Acts xxvi. 13— If. 
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revealed truth. To thera was given the epeeial* 
promise of the Spirit of truth to teach them all thmgs, 
and to guide them into all truth* Heace, the Apos- 
tle Paul, in reference to this peculiar honor of the 
apostolate, declares to the Galatians, " I certify 
you, brethren, that the gospel which was preached 
of nte is not after man. For I neither received it 
of man, neither was I taught, it, hut by the revela- 
tion of Jesus Christ."* 

It was for this reason undoubtedly, that the Holt 
©host dictated to none but Apostles those addi- 
tional revelations, which were necessary to com* 
plete the canon of scripture. St, Mark and St. 
Luke indeed composed, under the guidance of the 
Spirit, authentic memoirs of our Lord; and the lat- 
ter wrote, under the same superintendence, the Acts 
of the Apostles. But it does not appear, that either 
of them ever received any new revelation. This 
was the province of Apostles. This was a peculiar 
honor of the chosen witnesses of Jesus. 

From a due consideration of the subject, it ap- 
pears, that the ancient Prophets, Christ, and his 
Apostles made known the whole system of Divine 
truth. On this the Church of Christ is founded; 
Tor this reason, St. Paul assures us, that the Church 
it " built upon the foandation of the apostles and 
prophets, Jesus Christ himself being the chief 
corner stone "t 

Thus it appears; that the Apostles enjoyed a pre* 

m 6al ) UU, 12, \Ephes. ii. 2G* 
F 2 
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eminence, either in perfection or variety, in those 
gifts, wbich were common to them and other spirit- 
ual men; that they possessed the sole power of con- 
ferring upon others these supernatural gifts; and that, 
whilst they had a perfect knowledge of the ancient 
scriptures and of the history and instructions of our 
Lord, they alone were authorized to receive and 
communicate all the additional revelations of the 
Divine will. 

In consequence of this preeminence, they were 
the living standard of truth to their own age, and, 
by their writings, are an infallible one to all bbc* 
ceeding ages. They received a special Commission 
from our Lord for this very purpose. They were 
bis accredited witnesses. By this standard, all those, 
who might pretend to be Apostles or original instruc- 
tors, as well as others, were to be tried. The de- 
cisions or commands of the Apostles bound the con- 
sciences of all spiritual men, as much as the other 
members of the Church. " It' any man think him- 
self to be a prophet, or spiritual," says St. Paul, \ 
"let him acknowledge that the things that I write an* 
to you are the commandments of the Lord,"* The 
authority of the Apostles was strictly the authority 
of the Holy Spirit. Like those " holy men of God," 
who were inspired in ancient time, they " spake a* 
they were moved by the Holt Ghost."! Or, in the 
emphatical language of our Saviour, " It is not yt 
that speak, but the Spirit of your Father that speak- 
cth in you."{ This was an authority paramount to 
all other in the Church. It was superior not only 

*1 Cer. xir. 21. \2 Pet. I 21, JMtftt. x. 20+ 
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16 that of the ordinary ministry, bat to that of all tht 
otlier extraordinary ministers of the age.* - 

The Apostles were likewise forested with a cor- 
responding power of enforcing their authority in the 
C hurch. As their authority was the same as that 
of the Holt Ghost, they were enabled, as occasion 
required, to inflict miraculous punishments. Thus, 
Ananias and Sappbira fell down dead at the feet of 
the Apostle Peter, and Elymas the sorcerer. was 
emit ten with blindness by the word of St. Paul. 
And this power, without any reasonable doubt, was 
the " rod," which they held oyer the churches, to 
chastise, in cases of necessity, those who were con- 
tumacious. With this chastisement the Apostle 
Paul threatened the factious leaders among the Co- 
rinthians. "I will come to you shortly," he de* 
clared, " if the Lord will, and will know, not the 
speech of them which are puffed up, but the power. 1 * 
"By this he explicitly informed them, that he would 
try the pretensions of those deceitful and aspiring 
leaders; and that they need not imagine that they 
could impose upon him by the showy display of Gre« 
cian eloquence. He would give them an Opportu* 

*We do not mean that any other spiritual man, so 
far as he spake by the Holt Ghost and could verify 
the fact, was not entitled to credit and obedience. Bui 
as the Holt Ghost cannot contradict himself % and as 
the Apostles were the authorized witnesses to receive in 
due time, and to communicate the whole will of Christ, 
no man, however high his pretensions, who in any 
manner contradicted them, was entitled to any credjf 
$r respect* 
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w&ly to try their power to, resist his power as an Apo*- 
tJe of Cheist* And as he introduced, and estajti- 
lished the gospel among them, by the exercise of 
his miraculous power, so, as he clearly intimates to 
them, he possessed the same power to defend it by 
punishing the refractory. " For," he adds, " the 
kingdom of God is not in word but in power. What 
will ye? shall I come unto you with a red> or in 
love and in the spirit of meekness?" Do you wish to 
try the power with which I am invested for the pua- 
ishment of obstinate offenders/ or, do you choose to 
avert it by seasonable repentance^* And with di- 
rect reference to this threatening, he tells them, la 
hi3 second epistle, " I told you before, and foretell. 
you as if I were present the second time, and being 
abseut, now I write to them which heretofore have 
sinoed, and to all other, that if I come again I will 
not spare, since ye seek a proof of Chbjst speaking 
in me/' If any are not satisfied with. " the signs of, 
an Apostle," which I have already shown you, but 
continue contentious and disobedient, it will be ne- 
cessary that I give them "a proof of Christ speak- 
ing in me" by inflicting upon them miraculous pun* 
isbment. For, M me assure them, that. we. " have 
in readiness to revenge all disobedience." " There- 
fore I write these things being absent, lest being 
present I should use sharpness" in punishing the 
offenders, " according to the power which the Loan 
hatb given me," the ultimate design of which is 
" to edification" of the Church, " and not to de- 
struction" of the members by any wantpn exercise 
ofitf 

f 1 Cor. iv. 19—21. |2 Cor. xiii, 2, 3, 10, « x* <V 
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From this view of the subject, it is obviously 
impossible, that the Apostlts should have any sue* 
eessors to their superior authority. Their preemi- 
nence consisted in the authority of the Holt uhost, 
agreeable to the special Commission of Christ;* 
attested by peculiar miraculous powers, and enforc- 
ed, as occasion required, by miraculous punishments. 
IV hat claim has the most exalted prelate in the 
Christian world to this preeminence/ In conse- 
quence of their preeminence, the Apostles' instruc- 
tions are the oracles of God; their doctrines consti- 
tute the canon of evangelical faith; their precepts 
are the commandments of the Loud; their institu- 
tions are ordinances in the Church. Their author* 
ify binds to obedience the consciences of all men in 
all ages. Their superior authority was, therefore, 
totally distinct from their transmissible character, as 
members or representatives of the permanent min- 
istry. The. diocesan bishop can claim no superiority 
from the preeminence of the Apostles. They pos- 
sessed superior authority, because they spake by the 
Holy Ghost. But to substantiate his claim, the 
diocesan bishop must prove, that the Apostles pos- 
sessed superior authority, at least over the laity and 
inferior clergy, because they did mot speak by thg 
Holy Ghost. 

*John xx 21—28. 
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Matt. xxviiL 18, 19, 20. 
" And Jesus came and spake unto ihem % saying, 
JU power is given unto me in heaven and u* earth. Go 
ye, therefore, and teach ail nations, baptising them in 
the name of the Father, and of the Son* and of. the 
Holy Ghost: teaching them to observe aM things what' 
soever I have commanded you: and, U> 9 I am with you 
edway, even unto the end of the world. Amen. 9 . 9 

YOU are requested, my brethren, to bear la 
mind, that the deacon has no part in the function* 
of the sacred office; that neither the classification 
dot prerogatives of extraordinary ministers or spiritu- 
al men hare any relation to the permanent ministry; 
and that the superior authority of the Apostles^ he* 
ing the tame as that of the Holt Ghost, eoul4 not 
possibly be transmitted to any successors. Neither 
of these properly forms any part of the particular 
subject of our inquiries. Our business is with the 
ordinary or permanent ministry; and we hare no 
concern with the ministers of the Apostolic age, 
but as members or representatives of that miaistry. 

We shall now proceed to some auxiliary argu- 
ments in confirmation of the conclusion from the 
general Commission, that the ministers of the gospel 
are all of one order and vested with equal powers* 

It appears, 

1. That ministers of one order were by the Apos* 
ties set over the churehes* 
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We *re imrticttlarty informed, that this was the 

practice pursued by Paul and Barnabas, in their 

great missionary tour among the Gentiles. " And 

rwhen they had ordained them elders" *r presbyter* 

**«m tevtry church, and had prayed with (listing, th*y 

commended ihem to the LrOfcD, on whom they to*. 

iieved."* fa conformity wtth this account, St. 

Paul addressed and charged the elders or prtsbyteis 

of Ephesus as ministers of the same order, without 

mny distinction of powers or duties, «nd committed 

4o them the church in that teitjr with «qual autbor- 

The same fact is evident from the salutation la 
*he opistte to the FUHppkw. « Paul and Tfcne- 
•ihens, the servants of Jesus Cmist* to all tip 
aaints in Christ Jesus which are at Philippi, w h|i 
the bishops and cfeooww." As deacons are no order 
0f the gospel ministry, the only part of that min- 
istry in this city were the bishops. And these could 
not have been diocesan bishops, because there w**4 
fturalitg of them in the church in one eUy> 

In eorfortmty with thi* fact, the Apostle, in hi, 
epistle to Timothy, describes the quaiif cations of m 
Wahop, and then passes directly to the qualifications 
of a deacon. No intermediate or superior order is 
fnentioned. But of this it is impossible to conceive, 
•f an intermediate or superior order were a conetitu. 
ent part of the *o.pel ministry. For the distinction 
of powers and duties, with the qualifications of that 
order, would hate been indispensable, But in ,pr* 

*Jcts X1Y. 21. f xx . 



*!se correspondence with our proposition, the Apfflt- 
tie notices but one order. 

And it is immaterial to our purpose, whether am 
Episcopal advocate would choose to say, that this 
was the superior or inferior order. For a bishop, 
without any presbyter under him, is surely no higher 
than a presbyter, without any bishop over him. 

There is the same silence in the epistle to Titos 
With relation to any distinction of orders. Titus 
was left in Crete to " set in order the things that 
were wanting, and ordain elders in every city. 9 ' And 
the qualifications of this one order only are des- 
cribed. From this it- is evident, that no more than 
one order was necessary for the organization of ih% 
churches. 

Neither does the Apostle Peter recognize more 
than one order in the permanent ministry. In his first 
general epistle, addressed " to the strangers scatter- 
ed throughout Pontus, Galatta, Cappadocia, Asia, 
and Bithynia," he mentions but one order of the 
ministry. " The elders" or presbyters " which are 
Among you I exhort, who am also an elder" or pres- 
byter.* If there had been a superior and more im- 
portant order in those extensive countries, it is im- 
possible to conceive that the Apostle should have 
taken no notice of it. It is likewise observable 
that he places himself in the same order; I am also 
a presbyter. Nor was this a matter of mere conde. 
•cension; for he naturally reminded them by it that 

n Pet. v. 1. 

Digitized bydOOQLC 



78 

1m, though an Apostle, was equally a neither of 
the same indivisible order of the permanent mill* 
istry. 

Now, it is truly admirable, if a superior order in 
the ministry was indispensable to the regular or- 
ganization and government of the chnrehes, and 
consequently, was in fact established by the A- 
pottles in all the extensive eoun tries mentioned in 
the Acts and Epistles, that no notice should have 
been taken of more than one order. And it is in* 
conceivable, that notice should have been taken* 
•o far as appears, of that inferior order only, who 
have, by the Episcopal system, no right to admin* 
ister the affairs of the churches, except by the au- 
thority and direction of their spiritual superiors.* 

We proceed to observe, 

t. That the term bishop is used to designate an 
officer who was a presbyter.] 

*It is perhaps unnecessary to remark, that no excep- 
tion can be taken to this reasoning from any proofs, 
that the Apostles or other extraordinary ministers of 
the age were superior to these officers. As we have 
shown, Serm. 3^ Prelim. 2 & 3, their superiority had 
no relation to the permanent ministry. But Episcopa- 
lians must prove that they were superior as members 
of the permanent ministry, or the fact is nothing to 
their purpose. 

\We do not undertake to say that hiphon and pres- 
byter arc, in all respects, convertible terms. They 

a 
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An elder or presbyter is literally an mged ma, 
It is naturally a term of respect, -and is used to ex* 
press dignity and authority. A bishop is literally 
an overseer, and very properly expresses official ser- 
we. The former is more particularly a title of km* 
or; the latter of duly. In the appropriate meaning 
of the terms, presbyter is a higher title than bisbop. 
It is, therefore, by a perversion of language, that 
the title bishop has been appropriated to a superior 
Order, and that of presbyter to an inferior one. It 
was not so in the days of the Apostles* Without 
any violation of their peculiar signification, they 
were applied to the same officer. A bishop then 
Was no higher than a presbyter. 

Of this application of the terms there ean be no 
question. " From Miletus," we are informed that 
the Apostle Paul " sent to Ephesus, and called the 
elders of the church. And when they were come 
to him he said unto them, . • .Take heed unto yonr. 
selves, and to all the flock over the which the Holt 
Ghost hath made you overseers"* The original 
word, here rendered overseers\ signifies bishops; and 

were unquestionably of the same order; their official 
powers were equal. But there was this difference. The 
title presbyter migld be properly applied to a minister 
who had no local charge; it does not appear that the 
title bishop was ever applied to one who had not a local 
charge. Every bishop was a presbyter; but every 
presbyter was not a bishop, beoause he might not he 
settled in a particular clvurch. 



*Acts xx. 17,18,28. 
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is so translated commonly in the New Testament* 
It is, therefore, undeniable that the same officers, 
who are first called " elders" or presbyters, are her« 
called bishops. Nor was this by any misapplication 
of the terms, for the elders of J&phesus were made 
bishops by the Holt Ghost. 

St* Paul, in his epistle to Titos, observes to him, 
" For this cause left I thee in Crete, that thou 
shouldest set in order the things that are wanting, 
and ordain elders in erery city, . . .if any be blame* 
less, • . .for a bishop must be blameless"* Here it is 
equally clear that the Apostle applies these f°~<*« to 
the same officer. If this is not his application of 
them, the consistency of his language is destroyed. 
He changes his subject, whilst he impresses upon 
the reader that he has changed no more than the 
term. But let us suppose for a moment,' that the 
Apostle uses the terms in the sense, in which they 
are applied in the Episcopal system. What will he 
be made to say? " For this cause left I thee in 
Crete, that thou shouldest . . • ordain" parish priests 
" in every city, . • .if any Ije blameless, • . .for a" <& 
oeesan bishop " must be blameless." Nothing more 
can be necessary to show the gross solecism, in 
which this supposition must involve the Apostle. 

The same application of the terms is made by the 
Apostle Peter. Nothing can be more obvious than 
this from the passage, to which I have had occasion 
to refer, and which you will permit me more partic- 
ularly to recite* " The elders which are among you 

*TU. i. 5, 6, 7 

I 
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t exhort, who am also an elder. . .Feed the flock ot 
God which is among you, taking the oversight there- 
of, not by constraint, but willingly; not for filthy 
lucre, but of a ready mind."* Now, the original 
word, translated in this passage, " taking the over- 
tight thereof," signifies discharging the office, or per- 
forming the duties, of bishops over them. Hence, it 
is incontestable, that the Apostle exhorts the elders 
or presbyters to discharge the office, or perform th# 
duties of bishops over the churches. But this would 
have been absurd, if a bishop were any thing more 
than a presbyter. 

Thus it appears conclusively, that the term bisk* 
op is used to designate an officer, who was a pres- 
byter or elder. Nor, in its application to the minis- 
try, is there any instance in which it appears to de- 
signate one superior to a presbyter. It is used to 
denote a minister of the word but in two places in 
the New Testament, besides those which we have 
already recited under this proposition. These are 
to be found in the salutation to the Philippians, and 
in the first epistle to Tig&othy.t But there is no 
reason to believe that, in either of these places, tt 
designates an officer superior to a presby ter.J 

What can be more satisfactory than this unequiv- 
ocal use of the terms in scripture? A bishop in the 
scriptural ministry, and a bishop in the Episcopal 
ministry, are essentially different characters. In 
the former, he is an officer no higher than a preB- 

*1 Pet. v. 1, 2. jPhil. i.l. 1 Tim. HI* 1, 2. \Sct 
Prop* 1 k 3. 
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byter; but is tha latter, be belong! to a tfuperfoi 
order, with distinct prerogatives, and cannot exist 
without a number of presbyters and churches under 
Ilis control. 

We remark, 

3. That the same character is requisite for a pres- 
byter and bishop. 

Nothing can he more evident than the identity of 
•haracter, ascribed to the bishop and presbyter in 
the holy scriptures. This character is described by 
tbe Apostle in the first epistle to Timothy, under 
the title of bishop, and in the epistle to Titus, under 
that of presbyter. « This is a true saying, If a man 
desire the Office of a bishop, he desireth a good 
work. A bishop then must be blameless, the hus- 
band of one wife, vigilant, sober, of good behav- 
iour, given to hospitality, apt to teach; not given to 
wine, no striker, not greedy of filthy lucre, but pa- 
tient; not a brawler, not covetous; one that ruleth 
Well his own bouse, having his children in subjec- 
tion with all gravity; for if a man know not how to 
rule his ovtn house, how shall he take care of the 
church of God? not a novice, lest being lifted ip 
with pride, lie fall into the condemnation of the 
devil. Moreover, he must have a good report of 
fhem Which are without; lest he fall into repreach 
gnd the snare of the devil. 99 * 

Let us compare this with the description, in the' 

♦1 Tim. Jii, 1—7. 
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jpittle to Vitas, of the character of a presbyteft 
« For this cause left I thee in Crete, that thou 
shouldest set io order the things that are wanting, 
and ordain eUkrs" or presbyters *' in every city, as I 
had appointed thee* If any be blameless, the hus- 
band of one wife, having faithful children, not ac- 
cused of riot, or unruly. For a bishop must be 
blameless, as the steward of God; not self willed, 
not soon angry, not given to wine, no striker, not 
given to filthy lucre; but a lover of hospitality, a 
lover of good men, sober, just, holy, temperate, 
holding fast the faithful word as he hath been taught, 
that he may be able, by sound doctrine, both to ex- 
hort and to convince the gainsayers."* 

Now, we desire any man to point out, in these 
Instances, any real difference of character. The 
identity is complete. The qualifications of the 
presbyter might be substituted for those of a bishop- 
There is no difference even in the qualification ne- 
cessary for the exercise of that government in the 
church, which Episcopalians consider one of the 
highest prerogatives vested in their bishop. If the 
bishop, to be qualified to " take care of the chursh 
of God," must be " one that ruleth well his own 
house, having his children in subjection with all 
gravity;" so the presbyter must have faithful chiL 
dren, not accused of riot, or unruly" If we con- 
sider the force and meaning of the language, espe- 
cially in the Original, the latter is descriptive af a 
more religious and successful course of education 
*ad discipline, than the former* If there be any 



#raL*-* 



I*. -.<&:>.. 



d by Google 



n 

tifferenee implied in that consistency firmness, pit^ 
dence and piety, which are necessary for a superior 
tendence of the church, it is in favor of the pres- 
byter. There cannot, therefore, be the least possi* 
ble reapon for any Episcopalian to pretend, that the 
presbyter was qualified and designed for a station 
inferior to that of a bishop.* 

+The advocates for prelacy have exerted all their 
ingenuity to evade the force of these arguments. They 
are fully sensible, if they cannot be avoided y they will 
totally subvert their favorite system of Episcopacy. 
But as it is incontrovertible, that those, who were pla- 
ced ever the churches by the Apostles, mere indiffer- 
ently called bishops or presbyters, and that their char* 
acter and qualifications were precisely the same, they 
have been generally compelled to admit that they were 
ef one order. And astliereisno notice taken of any 
superior order in these accounts, they are reduced to 
greet perplexity to make out any such order in the per* 
moment ministry, during the period of scriptural his* 
tcry. The hypothesis, to which they have generally 
resorted, is this; that a superior order, under some 
different name from that which they have since been 
called, were set ever the churches by the Apostlee, 
not long before their decease; and that afterwards the 
name was changed, and this superior order came, in 
process of time, to be universally denominated bish* 
ops. By this hypothesis, they seem to imagine thai 
they have surmounted one great difficulty. They have 
fortunately placed the establishment of Episcopacy by 
the Apostles, at a period posterior to any distinct scrip* 
tural history. Nothing, therefore, as they appear t Q 
jQeUer themselves, cm be produced firm scripture t» 
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Sot it U unquestionable, 

4. That all ministerial powers are ascribed to the 
presbyter. 

These are comprehended in the right to preacli 
and administer the sacraments, authority to rale In 
the churchy and the power of ordination. 

The presbyter has a right to preach and administer 
the sacraments. This requires at this time no par* 
ticular proof. It is universally admitted by Epis- 
copalians. In their own system these are made the 
special duties of the priest or presbyter. And bj 

contradict them. But notwithstanding their felicity 
in choosing the time for this change, they are unhap- 
pily destitute of any satisfactory evidence, that a *w- 
perior order was established by the Apostles. The 
scriptures lend them no aid. They have indeed at* 
tempted to press into their service some doubtful passes 
ges and ambiguous considerations; but these, upon due 
examination, afford them no support. Of this we hope 
in the sequel to give a satisfactory demonstration. In 
the mean time, we may be permitted to take some far* 
ther notice of this fanciful hypothesis. We would not 
be understood to blame any Episcopal advocate for es- 
pousing it, for we verily believe that it is the best, 
which (he circumstances of the case would allow him 
to offer. The date of Episcopacy could not be earlier 
because no particular notice is taken of it in the Jets 
of the Apostles or (he Epistles. It could not be later, 
because the Apostles would have been dead, and Arie 
Minority could not he pretended for its establishment. 
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fhis concession they fairly give up their whole earn* 
For, it follows irresistibly, as we hare shown,* that 
the presbyter possesses, with these powers, not only 
the right, but is under indispensable obligation, tt 
perform all the functions of the ministry* 

Authority to rule in the church is ascribed to the 
presbyter. This is denied by the advocates of pre* 
lacy. But it appears strange that they should deny 
it, when it is so well known that the title of elder 
or presbyter, and not that of bishop, is expressive of 
the dignity and authority of the officer* 

*Serm. 1, Inquiry 5, & Serm. 2, Quest 1, 2, * ft. 

The absurdity of the supposition, that # the Apostles 
established Episcopacy, has been shown, Serm. 2, 
Quest 2. But we may be permitted to make some 
additional remarks upon this view of it. The advocate 
of prelacy has almost excluded himself, by his hypothec 
sis, from any pretension to scriptural proof. But he 
should recollect that the scriptures were given by the 
Holy Ghost, not for the exclusive instruction of the 
age in which they were written, but for the instruc- 
tion of all future ages. Now, can the Episcopal ao% 
vocate expect to persuade any reasonable man, that the 
Holy Ghost has been so negligent or improvident, 
that He has given us no particular account of the di- 
ocesan bishop* According to the Episcopal system 
there can be no valid ministry, no sealing ordinances, 
no regular discipline, no visible church, without the 
bishop. And yet the Holt Ghost has taken so lit' 
tie notice of this all-important officer, that the advo- 
cates for prelacy dare not undertake to determine, bg 
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it may, however, be easily proved. It it indie* 
putably conferred npon t be presbyter or elder, in 
some of the passages which hare been already re- 
cited. You will permit me to repeat to you one or 
two of them, in proof of this point. In his fare- 
well address to the elders or presbyters of Ephesus* 
St Paul charges them; " Take heed unto yourselves, 
and t» all the /lack over the which the H01.V Ghost 
hath made you overseers" or bishops* " to feed the 
church of God, which he hath purchased with hia 
own blood."* 

The Apostle Peter likewise expressly ascribes 
this authority to the elders or presbyters, " The 
elders" or presbyters " which are among yon I ex* 

*Act$xx. 28. 

(he scriptures alone* so much as the name by which he 
was then catted. The inferior order are noticed in 
every church, and their qualifications* duties and pom. 
ers particularised. Is it possible then to believe, that 
the Holt Ghost has completed the canon of scrip- 
ture* and given us no certain account of that superior 
order* without which tlu visible economy of the gos* 
pel cannot subsist? 

The advocates of prelacy are under the necessity of 
supposing* thai the superior order had some name be- 
fore the Apostles were dead, and that it was after- 
wards changed for that of bishops. They generally 
espouse the hypothesis of Theodoret* a zealous advo- 
cate of prelacy* who flourish ed A . D. 425. This is* 
that* " those now called bishops* were anciently called 
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hort, who. am also an elder* ot presbyter, u and t 
witness of the sufferings of Christ, and also a par* 
taker of the glory that shall be revealed: Feed the 
Jlock of God which is among yon, taking the ever* 
sight thereof* not by constraints bnt willingly; not 
for filthy lucre, but of a ready mind.'** 

In tbese passages, both the Apostles expressly 
ascribe to the elders or presbyters all the authority, 
which any officer can have a right to claim or exer- 
cise in the church. The presbyters are explicitly 
required to feed the flock or the church of G on, that 
is, to discharge the office, and perform all the duties, 
of a pastor or shepherd to them. And if this be 

♦lPrferv. 1,1, 

Apostles; but in process of time the name of apostle was 
left to them who were truly apostles, and the name $J 
bishop was restrained to those who were anciently call* 
cd apostles" On 1 Ttm. iii. It does not appear, 
that the ingenuity of the prelatists had hit upon this 
fortunate solution of the difficulty, till about the time 
of Theodoret. Nor was his intrepidity sufficient, as 
his language implies, to assert that they were «• truly 
apostles," but rather a spurious kind. But a moder- 
ate degree of reflection will be sufficient to convince a 
sensible man, that the hypothesis is altogether incred- 
ible. The Episcopal advocate supposes, that they were 
primarily called Apostles, as the peculiar successors 
of the first Apostles, by the special designation of the 
Holt Ghost. But if this be a correct representation 
of the case, they had no right to give up the title of their 
order given them expressly by divine appointment. It 
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tot sufficient, they are charged no less explicitly U 
exercise the office, and fulfil all the duties of a bishop 
over them. This authority was conferred upon 
them without the least reference to any superior, bj 
whom their future conduct was to be directed or 
controlled. On the contrary, they were equaUywA 
expressly enjoined to exercise this care and superin- 
tendence oyer the church. 

But from the natural ambition of the human heart 
St. Peter appears to have been apprehensive, that 
some of these presbyters or their successors, at leas{ 
would be disposed to aspire to higher authority , and 
attempt eventually to establish a spiritual tyranny. 
As soon, therefore, as he had commanded them to 
discharge the office of pastor and bishop, he adds 
this solemn admonition; " Neither as being lords 

svos given them for the special purpose of designating 
their character, authority and functions; it was pecur 
Uarly necessary for this purpose; — how, then, could 
they relinquish the name, without a most culpable vio- 
lation of the express institution of the Holt Gbobt? 
It cannot be ascribed to their piety and modesty, for it 
must necessarily have been an impious modesty,— tf 
modesty which no good man could practise. 

And as ihey had no right, so they had no possible 
inducement , to relinquish the name. This title was 
the characteristic of their origin, their order, and 
their authority. What inducement then could thy 
have to give vp the title conferred upon them by divine 
appointment, and assume the title of bishop?, which 
had been by the same authority appropriated to the 
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^Ter Cron's heritage, but being ensamples to the 
flock."* The Apostle was sensible that they were, 
clothed with authority, which wa3 liable to be abus- 
ed to usurpation and oppression, if he did not in 
fact foresee this event. He was, therefore, solicit* 
eus to give them this hnpressiye warning. Nor was 
lye less anxious to impress upon them their equal 
subjection to Christ alone, and their high respen* 
feibility to him to use their power without abusing it. 
With this riew of their accountability to the Great 
Shepherd, he was equally desirous to excite them 
to a humble and faithful discharge of their^oflice, by 
the encouragement of an imperishable reward* He, 
therefore, added the assurance, no less monitory to 
the ambitious, than consoling to the faithful, pastor; 
" And when the chief Shepherd shall appear, ye 

*Verse 3. 

**bordinaie and inferior order? What inducement 
vould they have to confound in this manner the clear 
mad unequivocal character of their just claims, and 
if the order established by the Holt Ghost? What 
inducement could they have to relinquish a title, which 
Conciliated the obedience, and attracted the veneration, 
of all classes in the church, for the inferior title of 
bishops, to which no such honor was due? No good 
man could possibly feel himself under any obligation 
thus to degrade his proper dignity and authority; and 
we may be sure that no wicked man would have any 
temptation to do it. 

But this supposed change of titles would have been 
At a manner impracticable. The title of At&Mes, be* 
H 
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*hall receive a ftown of glory that fadeth not 
away."* 

Authority to rule in the church is likewise, in 
the first epistle to Timothy, expressly ascribed to 
clders'oir presbyters. " Let the elders" or presbyters 
" that rule well be counted worthy of double hon- 
our."! 

Presbyters possess the power of ordination. From 
this power they are expressly excluded by Episco- 
palians, So strenuous indeed are the advocates for 
prelacy upon this point, that they utterly deny and 
discard the validity of Presbyterian ordination* 
They earnestly contend that this is one of the/wv- 
rogatives of the bishop. 

* Verse 4. flTtm.v.17. 

stowed upon them by Divine authority, must have be- 
come universally established with the office, through 
all the extensive countries, into which Christianity had 
been introduced. This appellation for the superior 
order of the ministry must have been a matter of uni- 
versal popular usage. It was not y therefore, in the 
power of the bishop to change his title as he did his 
robe. A change of titles must have been concerted by 
all bishops in all countries in the christian world. 
And this would Itave been but a small part of the task. 
All christian people must have been induced to lay a- 
side a usage, which they derived from the Apostles* 
The pious and modest disciple, who had been taught 
from his infancy to approach the loved and respected 
superior of the ministry, and salute him with theven* 
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But our proposition may be proved to tbe excltt* 
sion of any reasonable doubt. Omitting other «.• 
stances which have been thought to establish thu 
point conclusively, we shall, at this time, place our 
reliance upon one only, which we deem sufficient 
St. Paul, in his first epistle, expressly charges Tim- 
othy; « Neglect not the gift that is in thee, whicb 
W as gWen thee by prophecy, with the ta£-l«<* 
the hands of the presbytery."* Timothy was a 
minister; he must not neglect hi. i office, ^ and that 
office was given him not merely by prophecy, but 
with the laying oh of the hands of the presbytery. 

If this gift had been conferred by the imposition 
of the Apostle's hands, it might hav. been contend, 
ed that it meant the gift of the Hoiv Ghost. * or, 

* 1 T»m..iv. 14. 

<rabU me of JpostU,must have been Pff^/* 
SrKm a kiJof insult, by addressing himmthth* 
IZadingnameof bishop. Thischan-eofMles con- 
TraZto usage so universal rndso popular could not 
Ziththe kast appearance of probably, have been ef 
Tcted in a number of centuries. Yet the advocates 
of prelacy would fain persuade us, not merely that the 
LpZiorlrder universally prevailed, but rvere univer- 
sity and invariably called bishops w the second 
century. 

On the other hand, if one of the presbyters or bish- 
ms, in the churches respectively, gradually acquired 
an ascendancy, a corresponding change m the appl* 
cation of the titles would succeed as a matter of course- 
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the power to confer this gift was one of the prerog- 
atives of the Apostles.* But do such thing can be 
pretended in this case, because presbyters had no 
such power. It can be referred to nothing but Tim- 
othy's ordination to the ministry. The fact, there- 
fore, is expressly asserted, that Timothy was or-* 
dained by the presbytery. 

Nor can it be pretended, with any appearance of 
reason, that the presbytery was any other than a 
number or council of presbyters or elders. The 
original term does not frequently occur in scripture 
but it appears to be uiformly used for a council or 
order of men, who were denominated elders or pres- 
byters* There can be no question, in particular, 
that this is the sense, in which it was used by the 
Apostle. In his defence to the people at Jerusalem, 

*Vidc Sermon 3, Prelim. 3. 

A change of names naturally follows the change of 
things. As it came by degrees to be observed, that 
there was a difference between one of the ministers 
and the rest, a division and appropriation of the titles 
would come into use for the sake of marking . 
the distinction. This would be unavoidable in the 
common intercourse of life, because men could not oth- 
erwise readily understand each other. Either the Us- 
tinction between the officers must, therefore, have been 
abolished, or this usage in the application of the titles 
must have prevailed. The acknowledged change, in 
the application of the title of bishop sometime after 
the Apostles'* days, is, therefore, an equal proof tf # 
corresponding change in the office. 
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lie observes to them, " I persecuted this iraj unta 
the death, binding and delivering into prison both 
men and women. As also the high priest doth beat 
me witness, and all the estate of the elders: from 
whom also I received letters unto the brethren, and 
went to Damascus, to bring them which were there 
bound unto Jerusalem, for to be punished." t In 
this passage, the original term, translated " the es- 
tate of the elders" is the same that he employs in 
bis account of Timothy's ordination. And no tnai 
can pretend that the Apostle meant, in this place, 
any other than the council or order of elders among 
the Jews, from whom he received his commission 
and official letters to persecute the Christians. When, 
therefore, he applies the ^same term to the christian 
ministry convened for the ordination of Timothy, 

\Acts xxii. 4, 5. 

At the same time, it was a matter of policy in those 
mho mere acquiring an ascendancy, to content them- 
selves with the customary appellation, and affect no 
'distinction of title. It is an acknowledged maxim, 
that men are governed more by names than things* 
The plain title of bishop, which was before given to 
all pastors, and to which the people had been long ac- 
customed, would be the very title which they would still 
wish to employ. For, whilst they were modestly con- 
tented with the old name, the gradual increase of their 
powers, as circumstances and opportunity would per" 
mit, would excite no alarm, This slow ascendancy* 
whilst it wees concealed by the common name, would 
pass almost unnoticed, till each successive step became 
firmly established by familiar usage. And when am 
H 2 
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tbere can be no question, that be means a councilor 
number of christian elders or presbyters. It fvould 
be no less absurd to assert, that the presbytery was 
superior to a council of presbyters, than to sajr, that 
a presbyter is superior to a presbyter. 

St. Chrysostom, who lived near the close of the 
fourth century, in order, if possible, to reconcile 
this decisive fact to bis darling system of prelacy, 
which had then become prevalent, was pleased in- 
deed to assert, that this presbytery was a bench of 
bishops. For this opinion he was pleased to assign 
this reason, so satisfactory in the view of Episco- 
palians; " For presbyters did not ordain Timothy a 
bishop.'* In this reason, however, the good Saint,* 
without the least shadow of proof that can be dis- 
covered, takes it for granted, that Timothy was a 
bishop similar to those of the fourth century, and 
that the Canonical usage of his own time must have 
been observed in bis ordination* But bow does it 
appear, because, by the canons of the fourth cen- 
tury, none but bishops could ordain a bishop, that 

*As he has been, canoniacdm the Romish CaUendon 

individual has once acquired an ahno$t insensibl* dis* 
imction, power has. a natural^ tendency to accumulate 
m the same. hand. Its increase indeed can, scarcely 04 
prevented, if no particular atom be excited* and the 
process be facilitated by roeU adapted pkas of expedi- 
ency y or ncce&sity, and ether plausible pretences, 
There is therefore^ nothing strange or mawewtobk 
uitiu superiority* n*fcfc the bishops, had attained ty 
the fourth century. 
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Timothy was not ordained by presbyters? It most be 
first proved) that Timothy was a diocesan bishop, and 
.that the canons of the fourth century were observed 
in the days of the Apostles. 

In the common use of language, however, when 
no particular purpose was to be answered, the advo- 
cates of prelacy cannot appeal for this signification 
of the term to the Fathers, to whose authority they 
usually resort with so much pleasure* They can, 
In no other case, produce from these writers a single 
instance, in which a bench of bishops, after the dis- 
tinction of orders was introduced, was styled a 
presbytery. 

But as the single fact, that Timothy received 
Presbyterian ordination, is absolutely fatal to the 
Episcopal cauBe, it is no wonder that the advocates 
for it should labor strenuously to wrest it out of our 
bands. For this purpose, they place great reliance 
upon the exhortation of the Apostle in the second 
epistle to Timothy; " Wherefore I put thee in re- 
membrance, that thou stir up the gift of God, which 
is in thee by the putting on of my hands"* 

A great number of the most respectable Comment 
tators have been of opinion, that the Apostle refers, 
in this passage, solely to the gift of the Holy Ghost, 
which none, but an Apostle bad power to confer, f 
This opinion obviously agrees, with the distinction, 
Which the Apostle makes between, the two cases* 
The gift, which he mentioned in the former epistle, 
be declared, was conferred by the presbyters* The; 

•2 Tim. i. 6, jFide Sermon 3, Prelim. 3. 
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gift which he mentions in the latter, he declares, 
was conferred by himself. It would be very unnat- 
ural, therefore, to suppose that he referred to the 
same gift in both cases, when he is so particular in 
marking this distinction between them. • It certainly 
can never be proved that he meant the same gift in 
both instances, and consequently no objection can 
possibly be deduced from the latter against the con- 
clusion from the former. 

"it is a confirmation of this opinion, that the gift 
of the Holt Ghost was indispensable, at that pe- 
riod, to Timothy's success as an evangelist* And 
there can be no reason to question that the spiritual 
father would bestow upon this favorite son in the 
faith, all that was necessary to make him a burning 
and a shining light.* 

But if for the sake of argument, we admit, as 
Episcopal advocates insist, that the Apostle in each 
place refers to Timothy's ordination, it will make 
nothing in favor of their cause. If the Apostle co- 
operated with the presbytery in the ordination, it 
will not militate against the power of the presbyters. 
It will not in the least degree invalidate the fact, 
which the Apostle had asserted in the former epistle. 
If this construction be correct, the Apostle attribute* 
the same power precisely, to the presbyters and to 

*It is no objection to this interpretation, that the A- 
postle directs Timothy to "stir up the gift? because, 
me know from 1 Cor. xiv, that those, who possessed 
spiritual gifts, were subject to regulation and ehrectien 
in the exercise of them. 
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fcimself. In the first instance he asserts, tritfawd 
any qualification) that the office was conferred by 
the agency of the presbytery* In the latter, yod 
i»«y say if yon please, that he likewise asserts, rvith+ 
cut any qualification, that the office was conferred 
by his agency. What is the consequence? The 
agency of the presbyters in the ordination was pre* 
eiiely the same as the agency of the Apostle. The* 
office was conferred by the former as much precisely 
as by Ihe latter. And as the Apostle had power to 
ordain, so the presbyters had the same power to or* 
darn. This is the inevitable consequence, unless 
you choose to make the Apostle guilty of asserting 
an untruthl 

This, my brethren, decides the question. Tha 
advocates for prelacy have no right to claim this as 
a prerogative of the bishop. The Apostle has vest, 
ed the same power of ordination in the presbyter* 
This one instance is sufficient. It is not necessary 
that we should produce more, till the advocates of 
prelacy can produce at least one instance, in which 
this power is vested exclusively in their bishop. This 
we have a right to demand, since they insist, that 
the perpetuity of the ministry, and the very exist, 
ence of the visible church, depend upon it. In a 
case of so much importance, we have no right to sit 
down at our ease, indifferently contented with plau n 
sibte conjecture or bold assertion. We are bound, 
to conscience and to God, to demand some clear 
and unequivocal proof, upon which we may safely 
rest our faith and our practice. In what portion of 
the holy scriptures, then, is this indispensable sitpc~ 
riority of the bishop explained and inculcated? 
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Where is to be found the sacred charter of his pre- 
rogatives? Let this document— let this charter be 
produced, before we are wantonly excluded from 
any right to the saered office, because we have not 
received Episcopal consecration.* 

But there is another fact, which too strongly cor- 
roborates the doctrine of ministerial parity, to be 
with propriety omitted. 

It appears, 

5. That a plurality of ministers was set over the 
church in each city, with equal or coordinate au- 
thority* 

From the scriptures it is evident, that the disci- 
ples or believers in the same city were united to* 
gether, and denominated a church. It is in this 
sense, as appears from the uniform manner of ad- 

*lt has appeared tome, if I were an Episcopalian* 
and resolved to continue such, that I should regret ex- 
tremely, that the first prelatists had not been more cir- 
cumspect in selecting the title of the superior order. 
The scriptures are so far from ascribing the exclusive 
power of ordination to the bishop, that it is a remarket 
blefaet, that tliey do not, in any manner, ascribe to 
him this power in a single instance. The advocates 
of prelacy, however, arc bold enough to claim it for 
the bishop exclusively, If they had been sufficiently 
provident to call the superior order presbyters, and the 
inferior bishops, they might have defended their came 
m&h much greater plausibility. 
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drees, or the express language, of the Apostles, that 
we are to consider the church at Jerusalem, the 
church at Antioch, the church at Corinth, the church 
at Philippi, the church of Thessalonica, and the 
church of Rome. Nor was this style incidental, 
but one arising from the organization of the church- 
es. For, when the disciples in a province or coun- 
try are mentioned, they are as uniformly distinguish- 
ed into churches. The Apostle Paul did not write 
to the churchy but "the churches of Galatia."* And 
when St. John wrote " to the seven churches in Asia," 
he particularly distinguished each one by the name 
of its respective city.f 

Nor is it less evident, that in every instance, of 
which we have any particular account, a plurality 
of bishops or elders was set over each of those 
churches. This is clearly expressed or implied in 
the passages, which have been adduced in confirma- 
tion of the preceding propositions. Though we 
could not with propriety contemplate them particu- 
larly in this point of light, they are equal proofs of 
this proposition. Paul and Barnabas ordained them 
presbyters or " elders in every church." There was 
a number of " bishtys" or presbyters in the church 
at Philippi, and of "elders" or "bishops" in the 
church of Ephesin. Titus was left in Crete to or* 
dain presbyters or " elders in every city" 

You will likewise remark, my brethren, that 
they are always mentioned not only in the plu- 
ral number, but by names or titles common to 

*QaI K i. 2. iRev. i. Hand IfaV 
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' -them all. This could not possibly have been the 
ease, if there had been any distinction in their of- 
fice or authority. For that distinction could not 
have been understood or expressed without a dis- 
tinct name or title. 

Nor are the most usual terms, presbyters or elders 
Ibid bishops, used in this manner alone, hut all Aa 
expressions for their office and duties. Thus the 
Apostle observes! to the Thessalonians, " We be- 
seech you, brethren, to know them which labor a- 
mong you, and are over you in the Lord, and admon- 
ish you; and to esteem them very highly in love for 
their work's sake."* The Apostle carefully pre- . 
jerves the same style in his epistle to the Hebrews* 
u Remember them which have the rule over you, 
and have spoken unto you the word of God." " O- 
bey them that have the rule over you, and submit 
yourselves; for they watch for your souls, as they 
that must give account." " Salute all them that 
iiave the rule over you "t 

New, this uniform language of scripture is a com- 
plete demonstration! that there was no official dis" 

*1 Thess. v. 12, 13. To an English reader then 
mil appear no reasonable doubt that these duties all 
belong to the same officers. But every scholar, by 
turning to the Original, may readily satisfy himself 
that this is the only construction admissible, because 
the article is not fepeated, and because the term for 
" work" is in the singular number* It was, therefore 
their common business. 

\Ueb* xiii. 7, 17, 24. 
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tinction in the powers or duties of those ministers, 
who were placed over the churches. It would be 
an imputation upon the Holt Spirit, by whom the 
scriptures were given for the instruction of all ages, 
to suppose that he was. so negligent or improvident 
that he has not marked and defined, for the informa- 
tion of mankind, the official distinction between the 
ministers, if any such distinction existed. On the 
•contrary, one would be naturally led to conclude, 
that the^HoLT Ghost has preserved this uniform 
style in scripture, on purpose to exclude the supposi- 
tion^ any official distinction in the ministry. And 
to guard against this supposition still more strongly, 
if possible, than could be done by common titles and 
names of office and duty, he directed St, Paul, in 
ilis farewell address, to comrflit the church of Ephe- 
*us expressly to the " presbyters" or " bishops/' with 
equal or co-ordinate authority.* 

Now this, my brethren, goes to the . entire excite* 
Aon of Episcopacy. As the ministers were univer- 
sally set over the churches with equal or co-ordinate 
authority, they were all bishops and all gresbyters. 

And by this likewise, all the clouds of sophistry, 
which the advocates of prelacy have accumulated 
upon the word " Congregation/ 9 are dissolved into 
thin air. It is to us of no manner of consequence, 
whether one of these churches consisted of fifty, of 
fifty thousand, people; or whether they usually met, 
for social worship, in one, or a hundred different 
places. The simple fact, that the pastors had aft 

*Jcts XX. 
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tttual relation to the whole church, and were placed 
ever it with co-ordinate authority, determines all for 
which we contend. 

Now, my brethren, let me request you to review 
the train of evidence, which has been laid before 
you* Consider the precise terms of the Commis- 
sion, and the absurdity of any distinction of order 
or powers; consider the series of facts and circum- 
stances, recorded in the Acts of the Apostfes and 
the Epistles, establishing the same truth; and is it 
. possible that a doubt can remain in a candid mind, 
that the permanent ministry are all of one order and 
Tested with equal powers? 

By what authority, then, is Presbyterian ordina-' 
Hon denied and discarded? Where is the precept, 
express or implied, which requires Episcopalians to 
treat Congregational ministers as intruders into the 
sacred office? What is the foundation, upon which 
Episcopalians place their pretensions to the exclusive 
character of the visible church and people of God? 
Where is the proof that all those ordinances, which 
are not sanctified by the blessing of the bishop^ or of 
the priest as his deputy, are sacrilegious, and offen- 
sive to the Supreme Head of the Church? 

These things are not to be found in that Holt 
Book, which is the charter of our salvation; but in 
the opinions of uninspired and fallible men — in for- 
mularies established by human authority— in the 
♦onstitutions, canons, and decreed of EnecoPAl* 



Digitized by CjOOQLC 



SERMON V. 

Paov. xviii. 17. 
" He that is first in his own cause secmethjustj but 
hi* neighbour cometh and searchcth him" 

This sacred maxim probably ha3 primary refer, 
«nce to causes of a private nature. No one, before 
be has ascertained the facts on both sides, can b» 
considered a competent judge of a question of this, 
kind. The statement of one party may often b» 
obviated, or materially altered, by the statement of 
the other. 

The spirit of the remark may perhaps be equally 
applicable to other questions, which depend upon a 
competition of opposite probabilities. A candid 
and prudent man will be disposed to give an impar- 
tial attention to the evidence, which may be adduc- 
ed on each side of an interesting question of this 
nature, before he will form his opinion. He will, 
therefore, be solicitous to weigh in an equal balance 
the arguments in confirmation or refutation of the 
proposition. But the result in this case can be no 
more than a probable opinion. 

The maxim may be applied with equal propriety 
to those matters, which are merely incidental to Di* 
vine Revelation. An opinion may frequently b« 
formed, by a careful comparison of circumstances, 
concerning things, which it is not a particular de- 
sign of Revelation to make known. But on these 
opinions, no essential part of faith or practice i» 
made to depend* 
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The case is materially different in relation f» 
those truths, which are essential parts of the gospel 
as an economy for the salvation. of men* Those 
doctrines, precepts, and institutions, which are ne- 
cessary for this purpose, are not left in obscurity. 
God has given us a Revelation with the design of 
making known to us these truths, which it is of so 
much importance for us to understand. It would be 
a reflection surely upon the Divine character to say, 
that this Revelation is inadequate to the very pur- 
pose, for which it was given. It would be absurd, 
to suppose, that it will lead a candid and faithful 
Inquirer, not into the truth, -but into error, upon tht 
yery subjects in which it professes* to instruct us. 
No reasonable doubt can be entertained, that these 
important points are made sufficiently clear to sat- 
isfy those, who are contented with scriptural truth 
We have no occasion to wander in pursuit of human 
opinions and human authorities, where God has un- 
dertaken to instruct us. Here we may rest upon a 
sure foundation. By receiving and obeying the 
truth which God has revealed, we shall be " no 
more strangers and foreigners, but fellow-citizens 
with the saints, and of the household of God; and 
built upon the foundation of the apostles and proph- 
ets, Xe8U8 Christ himself being the chief corner 
stone; in whom all the building, fitly framed togetlfe. 
er, groweth unto an holv temple in the Loud."* 

In relation to these subjects of Divine Revelation, 
the maxim of the wise man is liable to be misap- 
plied. We are frequently disposed to excuse otn> 

*Ephes. ii. 19—21. 
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jfelves from receiving or adhering to the troth r*> 
vealed, however clearly demonstrated by the ora- 
cles of God, because we profess not to know what 
might possibly be said upon the other side of the 
question. But this we may surely know, if God 
has revealed one truth, he has revealed no other in 
contradiction to it. If he has established one insti- 
tution, he has established no other, which is incon- 
sistent with it, and subversive of it. The Spirit of 
truth cannot contradict himself. 

Whenever, therefore, we have evidence from the 
word of God, sufficient to satisfy a candid mind, 
that a truth is retealed or an institution established 
by Divine authority, we are no longer allowed to 
remain in suspense. We know that nothing can ia 
fact militate against them, however plausibly or in- 
geniously they may be opposed. We are not, there- 
fore, at liberty to wait, till we can answer every ob- 
jection made to them, by those who are engaged to 
undermine or subvert them. We cannot possibly 
neglect or delay in this case, without opposition to 
the authority of our great Loan and Master in heav- 
en. He requires us to observe, not the specious 
opinions or the subtle sophistry of men, but rvhatso- 
ever he has commanded us. This is the standard* 
And by this our faith and practice must be regulat- 
ed, as we expect to give account to the Author, • 
M who is ready to judge the: quick and the dead." 

Now, by this « sore word of prophecy," my breth- 
ren, we have endeavored to investigate one of the 
Institutions of our Lobd. Nor can any man pre- 
WD9 to pronounce it one of miliar importance. It 
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is no other than that institution, which the Aposffe 
represents to be so indispensable to the success of 
the gospel* " For whosoever shall call upon the name 
of the Loan shall be saved. How then shall they 
call on him in whom they have not believed? and 
how shall they believe in him of whom they have 
not heard? and how shall they hear without a 
preacher? and how shall they preach except they be 
sent?"* An institution of this fundamental impor- 
tance, we must reasonably expect to find settled and 
defined injne word of God. Nor have we been dis- 
appointed. More complete and satisfactory evi- 
dence surely could not be expected, than the scrip- 
tures afford in relation to this great institution. The 
will of the Divine Founder, and the practice of his 
inspired Apostles, appear with indubitable clearness 
and consistency. With these infallible guides, ws 
have arrived at this conclusion, that the permanent 
ministry of the gospel are all of on* order $ and isr 
Tested with equal power*. 

We have, however, by no means entered into a 
fbll view of the arguments, which may be adduced 
in confirmation of thb conclusion. The limits, 
which we were obliged to prescribe to ourselves, 
would not permit us to make any attempt to exhaust 
the subject. Nor was this necessary. Sufficient 
evidence, it is presumed, has been exhibited to -sat- 
isfy any candid reflecting mind, that such is the 
scriptural institution. Upon the principles of fair 
reasoning, therefore, from the authority of scripture, 
tjsii i* sufficient to remove the subject from all fffc 

V . 
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€tter litigation. We may be assured, that the in* 
mutable Author of our holy religion has not subvert* 
ed what he has thus established. 

But Episcopalians, it may be said, have their 
reasons to assign. If they were not in possession of 
very substantial and satisfactory reasons, it is im- 
possible surely that they should assume so much de- 
cision and boldness. They could not be so decisive 
in the rejection of this ministry, nor so bold in their 
exclusive claims of primitive and Apostolic order. 

But, my brethren, if the conclusion, at which we 
have arrived, be a clear truth of Divine Revelation, 
it is not possible that any reasons, from the most 
learned and accomplished advocate of prelacy, can 
overthrow it. The jnstitution has been ratified and 
confirmed by Him, " with whom is no variableness 
neither shadow of turning." 

This is not one of those incidental matters in scrip 
tare, which can be ascertained only by the balance 
of opposite probabilities* It is an express institution 
of our Lobd. No incidental circumstances, there* 
fore, can change it. There may possibly be cir- 
eumstances, which we cannot explain to our entire 
satisfaction. But, however they may be explained 
We know that they cannot be inconsistent in fact 
with the institution of Christ. This must standi 
in conformity to the will of the Almighty and Im* 
mutable Founder* 

We have not, however, the least objection to en> 
tgr int» % critical and minute examination of all tk£ 
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arguments, advanced by the advocates of prelacy; 
We do not consider this necessary to establish a 
truth, so clearly ascertained by the oracles of i*or>. 
But truth has no danger to apprehend from the most 
extensile and elaborate investigation. Careful in- 
vestigation is no enemy to truth. Negligence, ig- 
norance, and prejudice, these are its enemies. If 
we suffer these to prevail, they may forever exclude 
the truth from our minds. But if we are candidly 
disposed to adhere to the proper sources of evidence 
in the case, and to admit the truth to shine with its 
own light, there is no danger from examination* 
The light of truth would soon dissipate those mists 
and clouds, Which appear to obscure it. But we are 
not satisfied with the light, which God has been 
pleased to give us. We delight not solely in the 
beams of the Sun of righteousness. At mid day ire 
are inclined to look for stars to direct our course. 
In the presence of the sun, we take a candk to illu- 
minate our path. Or, we are attracted and fascin- 
ated by those meteors that play in the ekirts of the 
horizon. Whilst we neglect the evidence of Divine 
truth, we resort to human authorities; we follow the 
opinions of men; or, we are charmed with the form 
and decorations of some human device. But if we 
Wish to find the truth, we must search for it whew 
it is to be found. We must search the scriptures. 
By these the question is to be settled, end not by 
{he variable and contradictory opinions of men* 
And by these, we trust, the question under discus- 
sion has been settled, by clear and conclusive evi- 
dence. 

It may not be improper, however, to attend to 
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the substance of what the advocates of prelacy ad- 
vance. So far as they profess to derive their argu- 
ments from the scriptures, they appeal to the prop- 
er authority. In this case, their arguments may be 
thought to deserve a respectful consideration. And 
if the question were not so decisively settled by the 
institution of C heist, and the corresponding prac- 
tice of his Apostles, this course would be necessary 
to ascertain the truth. But clear and unquestiouar 
ble as the truth appears, this examination may pos- 
sibly prepare us to settle our minds with more en- 
tire satisfaction. ~ 

We are not unwilling to call upon the advocate! 
of prelacy to bring forth their strong reasons for 
their degradation of the presbyter, and their exaltar 
Hon of the bishop; — for their practical rejection of 
the plain institution of Christ, and the example of 
his Apostles. We should be glad to ascertain wheth- 
er our Blessed "Lord and the Holy Spirit have re- 
ally contradicted themselves, as the pretensions of 
Episcopalians would naturally lead us to conclude. 

And to prevent any suspicion of unfairness, we 
•hall state the principles which they maintain, and 
the arguments by which they endeavor to support 
them, in the sense, in which they are exhibited in 
their established formularies, or some of their most 
respectable authorities. 

In " the preface" to " the form and manner of 
making, ordaining, and consecrating Bishops, Priests 
and Deacons,' 9 it is asserted, that " k is evident un- 
to all men, diligently reading holy scripture and an- 
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cient authors, that from the Apostles 9 time then 
have been these orders of Ministers in Christ'* 
Church, Bishops, Priests,, and Deacons." And by 
the form prescribed, as well as by express declara- 
tion, they allow no one to be duly ordained, except 
by " Episcopal consecration or ordination." It is 
explicitly asserted by the advocates* of prelacy, that 
the Bishop is " diocesan,'' having a number of priests 
and their churches under his jurisdiction. To tht 
Bishop they ascribe " the sole power of ordination, 
the sole power of confirmation and the supreme pow- 
er of the keys." The latter, agreeable to their ex* 
planation, invests the Bishop with a sovereignty of 
•supreme power over the whole diocesan church, 
consisting of priests, deacons, and laity. Thii 
sovereignty is so complete, that every thing in the 
church must be done by the Bishop's authority, and 
nothing can be done without it. 

It is not necessary to produce a formal list of au- 
thorities to j>rove, that these principles are main- 
tained by the Episcopal church. They are uniformly 
maintained, if we do not entirely misunderstand them, 
by those advocates of prelacy, who profess to lw 
lieve, that Episcopacy was founded in Divine ap- 
pointment, and not merely upon expediency and tor 
man authority. 

By the preceding statement you may understand) 
my brethren, what Episcopal advocates undertake 
to prove, as essential parts of the Divine institution 
of Episcopacy. And you are requested to keep this 
distinction of orders, and all these prerogatives of 
the bishop, distinctly in view, that you may be able 
to determine 9 whether their argument* from scrip 41 

- 
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tare conclusively establish all these positions. Epis* 
eppalians are under obligation to prove their claims, 
not to take them for granted. They must defend 
them by scriptural authority, not assume them upon 
conjecture. They must, by the word of God, ver- 
ify the fact, that our Lord Jesus Christ, in hit 
own person or by his Apostles, actually instituted 
these three orders in the permanent ministry; and 
gave to the Bishops the sok~power of confirmation 
the sole power of ordination, and the supreme power 
of government over all orders and persons in their 
dioceses. As all this is essential to their system, if 
they do not prove all this, they will do nothing to* 
their purpose. If tbey cannot prove all this by fair 
scriptural evidence, they must answer to the Su- 
preme Head of the Church, for a wanton rejection 
of Congregational and Presbyterian churches, at 
" aliens from the commonwealth of Israel, and stran- 
gers from the covenants of promise." . 

We shall next' proceed to examine the principal* 
arguments, which the advocates of prelacy attempt - 
to deduce from the scriptures to support their 
claims.* 

*We beg leave to inform the reader, that the Episce* 
pal arguments are stated in these discourses* as they 
are quoted in the Letters of the Rev* Dr. Miller. The 
reason which induced the writer to present them in this 
form rvas this; he had never found them so fairly and 
handsomely exhibited within a Compass, which would 
render them admissible into his discourses. The limits, 
which the writer was obliged to prescribe to himself \ 
would not permU* him to produce them with all the 
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It has been said, 

1. " That as the Mosaic economy was intended 
to prefigure the gospel dispensation, we may reason- 
ably suppose the Christian ministry to be modelled 
after the Jewish priesthood; and that, as there were 
in the temple service, an High Priest, Priests and 
Levites, so we may consider it as agreeable to the 
will of Christ, that there should be the correspond- 
ing orders of Bishops, Priests, and Deacons, in the 
Mew Testament Church." 

But we may be permitted to ask, how it appears 
to be agreeable to the will of Christ, that the 
Christian ministry should be modelled after the Jew- 
ish priesthood? Where has he signified or intimated 
his will? There is surely no such thing to be (bund 
4to the Bible. 

The plausibility of the argument depends entirely 
upon the ambiguity of the terms. Christians have 
been generally agreed, that the priesthood and oth- 
er institutions of the legal dispensation were design- 
ed to prefigure the method of salvation by Christ, 
lad the spiritual blessings of the gospel. But this 

/Untrishes, with which many of the Episcopal advocates, 
4* their elaborate defences, have delighted to adorn 
them. But, as it is believed, they contain the sub- 
stance and essence of their arguments. In confirma- 
tion of (his remark, it may be observed, that Dr. Bow* 
den, as far as the writer can recollect, no where cen- 
sures Dr. Miller for any mistatement of these org** 
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%&fe bo relation to the conclusion, which the adrtf* 
<Cate for prelacy wishes to establish. It has no ret 
erence to the visible economy of the gospel. Bui 
the Episcopal advocate, under the typical character 
•f the ancient dispensation, artfully assumes the 
principle, that the external order prescribed in the 
Mosaic law was intended to be the model for the 
external order of the Christian dispensation* This 
is obviously assumed; for, if it be not admitted, it 
Will not follow, that the Christian ministry was to 
be modelled after the Jewish priesthood. Upon any 
other supposition, this conclusion, so far from being 
reasonable, is destitute of any foundation, This 
principle, therefore, the advocates for prelacy are 
wnder indispensable obligation to prove, by fair 
scriptural evidence, before their argument can bo 
Justly entitled to the least consideration. 

"But Che supposition itself contains ft refutation of 
$he argument. It is assumed under the mask of a 
typical institution. " The Mosaic economy was in- 
tended to prefigure the gospel dispensation. 9 ' But 
if it was a typical, it was merely a temporary insti- 
tution* The visible order of the former was not, of 
bourse, intended to be the model for that of the lat* 
ter. It was intended to cease. 

If this supposition be in any manner admissible* 
It must be universal. There must be a correspon- 
dence in the external otder of the gospel to all parti 
of the Mosaic economy. From this general princi- 
ple the conclusion «f the argument is derived. It 
la, therefore, incumbent upon the advocates of pre- 
Ucy to complete their argument, by showing tfa* 
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awrespoadfeae* of the other parte of the gospel dis- 
pensation to the aneient economy. Why then have 
we wA forms of purification prescribed in the gospel, 
corresponding to those prescribed in the law? And 
why hare we not sacrifices instituted in the gospel, 
and other things similar to the legal semee, for 
Christian Priests and Levitts to perform. 

It appears to be a serious objection to the argu- 
ment, that it confounds in reality the type and the 
Antitype. The visible order of the gospel must be, 
by this supposition, the same as that of the law. 
The former is not a now dispensation. It » »n «■»* 
merely a continuance of the ancient order. in« 
Mosaic economy was net superseded by the f 08 ^ 
but perpetuated. We are still under obligation to 
observe the same order, to hear the same yoke of &©»»*■ 
axe, and to submit to the same school master to brmg 
Z unto Chuist. There must still be « prusts th* 
tfer gifts according * the to." and "scrvt untoite 
L4u and sh^ of heavenly ihingsr TbeApo^ 
tie was entirely mistaken in the spirit of *» f^"** 
when he declared to the Galatianp. « tf^/JJ 
ii come, n,e ate no longer under a schoolmaster, ana 
when he warned them not to turn *f*»!°™ £T 
andbeggarU, elements, ^hereunto they desired to he 



HI 



bondage.* 



ThereisnoreMonto question, that the Mo-- 
economy was abolished by the death of Cm** 
TS merely « added because of transgressions, 
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titt the Seed should comc y to whom the promise wa« 
made."f It was " a shadow of things to come: but 
the body is of Christ."| Christ was the substance 
of these institutions. In him they all received their 
accomplishment, and passed away. «• For he is our 
peace, who hath made both one, and hath broken 
down the middle wall of partition between us; hav* 
mg abolished, in his flesh, the enmity, even th* 
law of commandments contained in ordinances} for to 
make in himself of twain one new man, so making 
peace."§ Blotting out the hand writing of ordinan- 
ces that was against us, which was contrary to us, 
and took it out of the way, nailing it id his «r#w."| 
« For there is verily a disannulling of the command* 
ment going before, for the weakness and .unprofita- 
bleness thereof. For the law made nothing perfect 
blithe bringing in of a better hope did; by tha 
which we draw nigh unto God."TT Thus, was tha 
Mosaic economy superseded and abolished by th* 
'death of Christ. It had, therefore, no manner of 
reference to the visible economy of the gospel. It 
prefigured an entirely different object, and it was dis*. 
annulled before the latter was introduced. For this 
reason the Apostles firmly withstood all attempts 
to impose this order upon the Christian Church, 
Upon this point, toothing can be more decisive than 
the declaration of St. Paul to the Galatians. " We 
gave place by subjection, »o, not for an hour," to 
those "false brethren, . • .who came in privily to spy 
out our liberty which we have in Christ Jesus, 

fGoZ. iii. 10. \CoL ii. 17. \Ephes.u. 14,15, 
fCM.ii.I4. TAfcTiLW,lfc 
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ifcat they might bring ns into bondage."* But &m 
advocates of prelacy unhappily have " the same Tail 
vntaken away in the reading of the old testament* 
which vail is done away in Christ.'* It is not % 
therefore, surprising that they should not be able 
" stedfastly to look to the end of that which is a? 
■olished."* 

• But it is manifest, that the Jewish priesthood, h» 
particular, did not prefigure the Chrisfian minisUyv 
but the priesthood of Christ. " Then verily the 
first covenant had also ordinances of Bivine service, 
and a worldly sanctuary. . .The priests went alwaye 
into the first tabernacle, accomplishing the service 
of God: but into the second went the high priest 
alone once every year, not without blood, which he 
offered for himself, and for the errors of the peoples 
the Holt Ghost this signifying, that the way into 

. the holiest of all was not yet made manifest, while; 
-Tprthe first tabernacle was yet standing; which wae 

* figure for the time then present, in which were 
offered both gifts and sacrifices, that could not make 
him that did the service perfect, as pertaining to the 
conscience* • • .But Christ being come an High 
Priest of good things to come, by a greater and 
more perfect tabernacle, not made with hands, that 
ijl to say, not of this building; neither by the blood 
of goats and calves, but by his own blood, he enter* 
ed in once into the holy place, having obtained eter- 
nal redemption for us."} « It was, therefore, neces- 
sary that the patterns of things in the heavens should 
be purified with these; but the heavenly things them* - 

*Gal. H. 4, 5. \2 Cor. iii, U, 1* £0**. i*. % 
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ftefres With better sacrifice* than these. For Chris* 
is not entered into the holy places made with hands, 
which are the figures of the true; but into heaven it- 
self, now to appear in the presence of Gob for us.'if 
*« Now, of the things which we hare spdken, this is 
the sum: We have such an High Priest, who is set 
on the right hand of the throne of the Majesty in 
the heavens; a minister of the sanctuary and of the 
true tabernacle, which the Lord pitched, and not 
man. For every high priest is ordained to offer 
t ifts and sacrifices: wherefore it is of necessity that 
this man have somewhat also to oflfer. for if h6 
were on earth he should not be a priest, seeing that 
there are priests that offer gifts according to the law; 
who serve unto the example and shadow of heaven- 
ly things."* « For the law, having a shadow of 
good things to come, and not the very image of the 
things, can never, with those sacrifices, which they 
Offered year by year continually, make the comer* 
thereunto perfect. . * . Then said he, Lo, I come to 
do thy will, Q God. He takeih away the first, th*t 
ft* may establish die second.^ " Every priest standi 
eth daily ministering, and offering oftentimes the 
iame sacrifices, which can never take away sins* 
Bat tfcte man, after he had offered one sacrifice fot) 
tin*, forever sat down on the right hand of Goo . . « 
Fop by om offering he hath perfected forever them 
H»t are sanetified."f Thus, there wa* an obvioui 
Meeesity * that another Priest should rise after th* 
*rde* of IfeleMsedee, and not be called after th<* 
order itf Aaron, For the prksth*od brmg changed, 

%Heh. ix. 23, 24 *vi». 1—5, }fl#J f * K % 

Digitized by CjOOQLC 



Juere is made of necessity a change also of the taw?( 
He " is made, not after the law of a carnal com- 
mandment, but after the power of an endless life/'J 
" For such an High Priest became us, who is boljy 
harmless, undented, separate from sinners, and made 
higher than the heavens; who needeth not daily, an 
those high priests, to offer up sacrifice, first for his 
own sins, and then for the people's: for this he did 
once when he offered up himself. For the law naak- 
eth men high priests which have infirmity; but the 
word of the oath, which was since the law, maketh 
the Sen, who is consecrated fQ^evermore.'^ 

This illustration, of the subject by the Apostle i* 
too explicit and decisive to require any commentary* 
It appears conclusively, that the office and service 
Of the priests, especially those of the high priest, 
under the legal economy, were designed te prefigure, 
not the office and duties of the gospel ministry, but 
the mediation ol Christ. The Jewish priesthood 
has been fulfilled and superseded by the '^unchange- 
able priesthood" of the Son of Geo. What concern 
then have we, my brethren, as christians, with typ* 
ileal priests and sacrifices? with the old covenant that 
has vanished away? with the law of a carnal cam 
mandment, a law that has been changed, that has 
been token away? with a tabernacle that h*s been de- 
molished, the mere figure of the true? with a shad, 
ww of good things to come, which can never make lik 
comers thereunto, perfect? What business have we to 
derive our priesthood and service from these "carnal 
Ordinances, imposed upon them until the time of refer* 

IHeb. vii. 11, 12. Jtu. 10. |r% 20-21* 
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V&Lum? when ire may have «• boldness to enter utt* 
the holiest by the blood of Jesus, by a kew aiuf liv- 
ing way, wft&fc he hath consecrated for us through 
the vail, thai is to say his flesh?"* We have, and 
can have, no high priest on earth. Our High Priest 
la in heaven, where he has appeared in the presence 
vj God by his own bloody having obtained eternal re- 
ekmption, and ever liveth to make intercession, for us. 

But if, for the sake of argument, we should alloit 
the principle assumed to he correct, it would not 
establish, but subvert, the prevailing system of Epis- 
copacy. If, upon tiris principle, it be necessary to 
have a visible high priest in the Christian Church, 
there can .surely be no more than one at the same 
time. For, agreeable to the Mosaic institution* 
there could be no more than one in the Jewish 
Church, If the argument is of any validity, i| 
prove* that Christians are under obligation to submit 
ta one universal Bishop. Those, who espouse this 
argument, to be consistent with themselves, ought 
certainly to acknowledge the supremacy of his 
Holiness, the Pope. Be claims to be the Vicar of 
Jesvs Chbist upon earth, and to be endued with 
infallibility far the proper discharge of his high ofc 
ice. 

At the same time, it may be remarked, that the* 
Levites were tie part of the priesthood under that 
law* They could not officiate at the altar. They 
were merely assistants* not priests. If then thia 
argument be correct, deacons are no part of the mi% 

ftM.is.10. &lt f 2fe 
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Jstry of the word. Tfcey m* exclnded from th* 
function! peculiarly conferred upon them by tht 
Episcopal system. 

But it is no more than justice to add, that this 
argument has not only been given up, tot reprobat- 
ed, by some of the most eminent Episcopal writers. 
Dr. Stillingoeet has expressed his opinion upon this 
point with great perspicuity and force. " It is a 
common mistake/ 9 he says, " to think that the rain* 
fsters of the gospel succeed by way of correspon- 
dence and analogy to the priests under tbe law; 
which mistake hath been tbe foundation and original 
of many errors. * For when, in tbe primitive Church* 
file name of priests came to be attributed to gospel 
ministers, from a fair compliance" onty (as was then 
thought) of the Christians, to the* name used both 
among Jews and Gentiles; in process of time, cor- 
ruptions increasing in the Church, those names that 
were used by Christians, by way of analogy and 
Accommodation, brought in the things themselves 
•principally intended by those names. 80 by the 
metaphorical names of priests and altars, at last 
came up the sacrifice */ the Mass; without wlriet 
they thought the names of priest and altar were hi' 
significant, "* 

Bat it he» been said, 

/ 

S. « That we actually find three distinct ordeit <# 
gospel ministers appointed by Cmmr, or wsder bis 
•utboftty , via. Aptks, tbe Samty D**pU*, ut 

+Trmicum,PLM>&*> *■ 
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Beacons; *and that these correspond with the dieV 
eesan Bishops, the Presbyters, and Deacons of the$p 
Church." 

Now, we may observe, that Deacons are not afe 
order of gospel ministers. This, we are persuaded, 
has been fully ascertained.! But this is assumed in 
tile argument; and it must be assumed, for most 
surely it cannot be proved. 

But, independent of this difficulty, how does if 
appear that the Seventy in any manner corresponded 
to the presbyters or priests in the Episcopal church? 
What evidence have we that they were an order 
inferior to the Twelve? This cannot be deduced 
from their appointment or their powers* As that 
learned Episcopalian, Dr. Whitby, has observed* 
«* the Seventy received not their mission as presby fc» 
era do from bishops, but immediately from the Lord 
Christ, as well as the Apostles; and in their first 
mission were plainly sent on the same errand, and 
with the same powers." They were both invested 
with equal authority to preach. They both had 
he same power of working miracles.* There is 7 
not, therefore, the least reason to pretend that, by 
their commissions on this occasion, the Seventy 
were constituted an inferior order to the Twelve* 

They were equally local missionaries. " Afto 
these things the Lord appointed other seventy also, 
and sent them two and two before his face into nvrtjr 

*Serm* £, Quest 4, & Serm. 3, Prelim. I* 
*C<n*pareMatt.x.TmthLuJce^ 
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city and place whither he himself would come.* Sow 
as our Saviour in his personal ministry was ** not 
sent but unto the lost sheep of the house of Israd? 
neither were the Seventy. They had no more an. 
thority to " go into the way of the Gentiles" thaa 
the Apostles at this time possessed. They wer* 
therefore, no part of the gospel ministry. This 
Could not be confined to the Jews. For, the go* 
pel was designed for all nations without discrimina- 
tion, and of course, the gospel ministry must have 
been sent to all without any limitation* 

But they were not only local, they were merely 
temporary missionaries. There is no notice taken of 
them on any other occasion. Nor is there a single 
circumstance mentioned in their commission* which 
implies that they were to continue in the ministry. 
Nor could they have been by this commission can- 
aistently invested with that authority. Their mis- 
sion was under the legal dispensation. Cubist had 
not at this time received " ail power in heaven and 
in earth" to establish his Church,' and institute btf 
ministry. This he could not receive before his re *• 
urrection-t But there is not a shadow of proof that 
their commission was renewed by the risen Saviour. 
They are not even mentioned. There can be ao 
possible reason, therefore, to conclude, that they 
were any part of the permanent ministry of *& e 
gospel, 

The commission firrt given to the twelve Ap** 
4}es was equivalent to that given to the Seventy di# 

\Serm.1>IfifmryU 
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eiple*. H contained indeed some eireuwtneef* 
which implied their eventual designation to the per# 
nianent ministry. No circumstances of this kind 
are mentioned in the commission of the Seventy, 
This difference might be alleged in favor of the 
perpetual authority of the Apostles, bat not of the 
Seventy.. We know, however, that the Apostles 
Were not authorised, by thein first commission, to 
be permanent ministers in Christ's kingdom. It 
was neeesaary for this purpose, that they should re- 
ceive a new Commission, predicated entirely upon 
the official authority of the risen Saviour. But if * 
they had been made a part of the permanent minis* 
try by their first cpjnmissi0n,--w}iat necessity was 
there for a new commission formally investing them 
with thin authority? U is obvious that they could 
not eet tinder the gospel dispensation without this 
tommiaeion. Their prior asiU«mty, though it might 
be preliminary, was notwithstanding merely 1^4 
and temporary. The permanent ministry was not 
instituted till the general Commission was given 
them. But as this Commission was not given to 
the Seventy, they were no pari of the permanent 
ministry. 

This is so evident and conclusive, that some of 
the most learned advocates of prelacy have entirely 
abandoned the argument. Thiajwae certainly the case 
with men, no less, distinguished, and no less zealous 
in favor of Episcopacy, than Dr. Whitby and Bp. 
Sage. The latter has not merely relinquished, he 
has demolished the argument " Nothing," he says/ 
" is more certain than that the commission, which 
ii recorded Luke x. did constitute them (the Sev» 
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4tety) only lemp&rary missionaries and Had for 11 
~*jrrand, which eoald not possibly be more than tem- 
|torary. That commission contains in its own bo- 
som clear evidences, that it did not install theta in 
any standing office at all, much less in any standing, 
office in the Christian Church, which was not yd in 
being, when they got it. Could that commission 
which is recorded Luke x. any more constitute the 
Seventy standing officers of the Christian Church, 
than the like commission recorded Matthew x. could 
constitute the Twelre stick standing officers? But 
it is manifest that the commission recorded Matthew 
x. did not constitute the Twelve governors of the 
Christian Church; otherwise what need of a new 
commission for that purpose after the resurrection? 
Presumable, therefore, it is, that the Seventy had 
no successors, office-bearers in the Christian Church, 
seeing it is so observable that they themselves receiT T 
«d no commission to be such office bearers.^ 

^TmdictUien, Chap. 6, S#d. 6. 
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IERHOK *L 
Pro v. xviii. 17. 



« Bfe ftfll w /rtf m Ais <ww» <?<it»e semeth just; 
hut Ms neighbor cometh and searcheth him" 



BUT it is urged, 

3. " That the Apostles, while they iired, fceftl * 
station in the Church superior to all other minister*; 
that Bishops are the proper successors ef the Apos~ 
ties; and that they hold a corresponding superiority 
mt character and office." 

But it cannot be shown, that bishops are moro 
properly successors ef the Apostles than presbyters* 
This is precisely the point in debate. But this the 
advocate of prelacy, Tor want of proof, very prudent- 
ly assumes. 

On the ^contrary, it has been fully demonstrated, 
*s mfty be presumed, that presbyters are, to all in* 
tents and purposes, true and proper successors of the 
Apostles as members or representatives of the per- 
manent ministry. This must be admitted, unless 
the whole train of evidence, which has been adduc- 
ed, can be set aside. 

Ta their preeminence, it has likewise been shown, 
ihat the Apostles' could not possibly have any sug» 
lessors.* The diocesan bishop can make no pre ten, 

I *Sermon 3, Prelim* 3. 
It 
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iiota to the nip*** «**•# of W Apostle, onto? 
he can verify his claim to act under the same special 
(Commission by the same proofs. St Paul did not 
•xpect to be received in this exalted character, 
Without exhibiting the signs of an Apostle. He ap- 
peals to the whole Corinthian church. " Truly the 
signs of an dpostie were wrought among you in all 
patience, in signs, and wonders, and mtghty doeds. 
If then the bishop claims to be. the successor of the 
Apostles in their superior diameter, let him produce 
the same tredenUals. Let him, with a word, hid 
the sick, open the eyes of the blind, unseal the ears j 
Uu deaf, and make Ijke.dumb to spe&. Let him, by 
the imposition of his hands, communicate to his eon, 
verts the miraculous gifts of the Holy Ghost; and 
let mm ^m^e obstinate offenders with death or with 
blindness,** Feter.tfo* Ananias and lapphira, or «• 
Paul did Elymas the sproeeer. Let him verify b» 
intensions by these credentials, by these signs <fa» 
Jpostle, and we shall not be the last to ackuowledg. 
him in his Apostolic character. Let him producs 
these credentials, and if *e be not wi .apostle 4o*» 
grs, j)tt doubtless Jie shall be to us. 

-But the truth is, the Apostles did not claim** 
exercise their superior authority in their *rdm+ 
n and transmissible, character. This, it may 
be presumed, has been fully «vinced. But if 
the advocate of prelacy chooses to insist that 
*hey did, let him In the first place verify h* 
MSertion. This U indispensable. He ©ana* I* 



ft Cor. xii. 12. 
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permitted, in opposition to so much evidence, f# 
ferftittk? the principle* He must produce adequate 
proof of bis posithto^ before be ean be entitled to 
proceed a single step in his argument. For, the 
superior authority of the Apostles, when they spake 
hy the Holt Ghost, forms no precedent for a min- 
istry destitute of the gifts of inspiration and mira* 
•le& He is under a necessity, therefore, to prove 
in the first place, by fair scriptural evidence, that 
the Apostles claimed and exercised their superior 
authority, when they did mot speak by the Holt 
Chost. 

But if the advocates of prelacy choose to pers*- 
tere in their assumption, they will involve themselves 
in direct contradiction to their own principles* Th# 
Apostle Paul exercised authority over Timothy and 
TUiis as decisively as over any other ministers.* 
But the advocates of prelacy insist with onie 
Toice, that Timothy and Titus were diocesan bisilu 
ops. If then the superior authority of the Apostle* 
be a precedent for that of any part of the permanent 
ministry, we must have, upon Episcopal principles, 
four orders instead of three. We must have a dis- 
tinct and superior order of Patriarchs or Archbish- 
ops to correspond with the Apostles; we must have 



*Of this there can be no doubt. To mention noth- 
ing more, SU Paul, by his Apostolic authority, assign- " 
cd them their several missions, and prescribed to them 
the duties which they mere to perform. And if he did 
not use his Apostolic " rod" over them, it nms ungues* 
4feno% because they did not 4ss&w % 
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Another of Bishops to correspond with Timothy and 
Titus; besides the two inferior orders of Priests an& 
Deacons. Bat these same learned advocates main, 
tain, with no less zeal and perseverance, that there 
are no more than three orders in the ministry 
Hence, some of the most eminent divines in the 
ohurch of England, foreseeing this inevitable conse- 
quence and embarrassment, have entirely abandon- 
ed the argument.* 

* Bat the advocates of prelacy have attempted to 
derive another argument from the Angels of the s«v 
en churches in Asia* 

*The advocates of prelacy have taken great notiee 
4f the Apostle James as Bishop of Jerusalem. From 
this circumstance, however futile the argument, i* 
f&ay be necessary to bestow some attention upon it. 
Bishop Skinner, in his defence of T&piscopacy, page 
188, considers the history of the council, Acts xv. one 
proof of this supposition f He observes* that, " after 
Peter, Barnabas, and Paul had severally delivered 
their opinions upon the subject before them, James 
Spoke last, introducing his discourse with this addresse 
* Men and brethren, hearken unto me," and closing U 
tpvth a decisive sentence, which delivered by him as pre* 
Siding in the Council, put an end to the controvert 
This is the proof 

But surely some angel must have " purged with e& 
phrasy and rue the visual nerve," before he could have 
descried that St. James presided w the Council, and 
dictated to the Apostles, as Bishop of Jerusalem. If 
th&Mwrrc*} tt* Sfehop of Jerusalem vmt frftf 
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^ttejr observe, 

4: That " these Angels were individuals, who /we r 
ifdbtf over the seven churches; and who, of course^ 
could be no other than Bishops J 9 

But it is obvious that this argument is of no va* 
lidity in support of the Episcopal cause, unless they 
can establish, by scriptural authority, several points, 
which they have assumed. They must prove, 
timt the Angels signified so many individual minis- 
ters* that each of these ministers presided over his 

teen indeed a wonderful character. He was' superior 
to* the whole coUegs of Apostles. He must have been 
upm- Episcopal principles, at least the Bishop o/Bisii* 
ops* Indeed, upon those principles* it has bom shown 
that the Apostles in general mere nothing less than Pak 
t March* or Bishops of Bishops* The Bishop of Je* 
rusalem then, possessing a right to preside over them 
OfM^diet&te to them, could have bem-nothmg less than 
the Pope. He must have enjoyed flee preeminent tills 
OMdautheritp of As Bishop of the Bishops of^hi^ 



. &^iho*t advocates of prelacy, rvkoaremtire mode* 
into in their pretensions^ stiH contend with great im 
Jtoribilitfr that ho we» the proper diocesan bishop of 
the church in Jerusalem. But,, in thrrapisktyefths* 
/light, they have not condescended to prove that Bishop 
James pm+eessedsupsne* authority and not merely 
*qp«wdifpky, nor that he< okayed the exchfeiv* 
4^^#g**j^<wi> that di^ingni(4^, prerosati^ 



efeurch with the same prerogatives, which they elafift 
lor the diocesan bishop; and that this arrangement 
was designed to be a general and perpetual institute 
in the Church. If they fail in either of these par- 
ticulars, they produce no precedent for the exclusive 
powers, which they claim for their bishop* But un- 
fortunately for the cause of Episcopacy, they can- 
not establish one of these indispensable positions. 

They can by no means prove, in the first place, 
that the Angels of the seven churches signified sa 
many individual ministers. On this subject* a va- 
riety of opinions have been entertained by eminent 

of the diocesan. The whole argument amounts to 
this— James spoke last in the Council; therefore he 
presided as Bishop of Jerusalem! " Peter requested em 
account of his release from prison to be sent to James; 
therefore James was a Diocesan Bishop! Paul and 
his company went to the house of James in Jerusalem* 
and there found the elders convened; therefore James 
was their ecclesiastical Governor!" But we nun/ ven- 
ture to say, that those gentlemen, who can see any 
ftonnexion between the premises and conclusion, must 
Cnjoy very uncommon powers of vision. We are per* 
Vuaded that they will never be embarrassed for want of 
arguments to support Episcopacy. It would bo at least 
very presumptuous in us to attempt to reason with 
Utaf», since we can make no pretensions to any suck 
extraordinary faculty* 

But though we cannot perceive the least evidence that 
fit. James, as a member of the permanent ministry* 
jpe a diocesan bishop; yet m have no hesMim la 
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Bpiicopal writer* as welt as otfcerf. Hairy ri$ 
the most respectable divines have believed, that by 
the Angel of the church no individual was designate 
*d, but the collective hody of its ministry. 

Our limits will not permit us to enter into any 
•opious views of this subject, but some of the rea* 
ons for this opinion it may^ not be improper to nfr 
ttce. 

It has been shown,* that a plurality of bishops 4} 

*Serm. 4, particularly Prop. 5. 

admit thai he enjoyed, in his extraordinary duxracfer* ' 
the peculiar preeminence of an Apostle. He is men* 
Honed by St Paul as one of the chief Apostles. " And 
when James, Cephas, and John, who seemed to be pil- 
lars, perceived the grace that wets given unto me, they 
gave to me and Barnabas the right hands of fellow- 
ship" Gal. ii. 9. As the Apostle' James, therefore* 
acted by the immediate authority and inspiration of 
the Holt Ghost, his declarations and decisions must 
have been universally binding, not only upon the church 
in Jerusalem, but upon " all that in every place cali 
upon the name of Jeswq Christ our Lo*d," Vide 
germ. 3, Prelim. 3. 

" That one of the Apostles should reside constantly 
in Jerusalem, to whom the faithful might apply far 
advice in any difficult case, was very proper; because 
circumstances might make it necessary for the greatest 
part of the Apostles to leave Jerusakn^ and go to otkg 
1T eoutUrieeS 
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jriBigterr wAr placed ov*r the churches* by* tfife Mt 
postles with co-ordinate authority. As all the*** 
ind ^common superintendence orer the church, to 
which they belonged, it is absurd to suppose tb** 
tome one of them was separately designated in these 
toddref ses. The pastoral duty and responsibility be- 
loaged equally to them all. Many of their qgMaf 
into must necessarily haue been performed by com* 
mm advice and consent. The praise or blame of 
them mast hare attached, of course, to the whole 
body. The praise or blame, therefore; of the Angel* 
if it can be in any instance distinguished from that 
<of the church itself, must have been equally applies* 

These circumstances mil enable us easily to account' 
Jfvr the title oj Bishop of Jerusalem, which was cotf* 
Jtrredupon the Apostle James iw aflertimes. Thought* 
the title of Bishop was given in the Apostles' days to- 
a presbyter who had a pastoral charge*, it was, m 
process qf time, appropriated to one who had acquired' 
some distinct prerogatives. When this application of- 
the term began* to obtain, all those, who were disposed 
to support or countenance the distinction? from which it" 
arose, would bt very ready to apply the same title tri 
St* James* As he resided at Jerusalem, and neust hate 
exercised superior- authority in the church' thereby vir* 
tue of his Apostolic preeminence, the claims of tf& 
bishops would be obviously favored by considering him 
a* a bishop* By this representation,, his preeminence 
might be easily pretended to be a precedent for ihrpre* 
eminence of bishops. In this manner it would? become 
m important auxMasytoihe pka of expediency* up 
onnhkha distinction appear* to have been first intr* 
aSmi* ft was eventually aileged in fact as&pmfi# 
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We to the whole body of ita ministry. By the Jn> 
gel of the church, consequently, no individual waj; 
designated, but its ministry collectively.* 

. This conclusion is particularly confirmed by th* 
epistle to the church in Thyatira. " And unto the 
angel of the church in Thyatira, write, • . .1 have a 
few thfngs against thee, because thou sufferest thai 
woman Jezabel, which calleth herself a prophetess, 
to teach and to seduce my servants. . .1 will kill he§ 
children with death. . .But unto^ow I say, and unto* 
the rest in Thyatira, as many as have not this doc- 
trine, and have not known the depths of Satan, am 
they speak, .1 will put upon you none otfcer burden* 
but that which ye have already, hold fast til* I- 
•ome."t 

Here, it cannot be questioned, that by the Anget 
Is intended the ministry collectively; because they 
are immediately and directly addressed individual^ 

tike Divine origin of an arrangement merely human. 
In this way, the Apostle James after his death had the 
singular respect paid to his memory, that as the bish- 
eps enlarged their prerogatives in subsequent ages, hie 
dignity as Bishop of Jerusalem was proportionally 
advanced. 

*It is no objection to this conclusion, that a plural** 

ty of ministers are represented by a single symbol, or* 

addressed under a denomination in the singular num* 

her. If the symbol or the denomination be applicable 

ft any one of the ministry, it is equally so to the bedpp 
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in the plural number, " but unto you t say." Vtki 
ministry had neglected their duty in their collective 
and official capacity, by tolerating tfcat pretended 
prophetess it does not appear that any of them had 
been personalty seduced into her errors. Whilst, 
therefore, they appear to be first censured as a body 
for neglect of official duty, they are personally and 
individually encouraged to persevere in the truth. 
And to prevent any possible mistake in the case, 
they are carefully distinguished from " the rest ' of 
the sound members of the church: " But unto yo& 
I say, and unto the rest in Thyatira, as many as* 
have not this doctrine, • . .hold fast till I come.' 1 

The term Angel is applied in this book to a num- 
ber of ministers collectively: " And I saw another 
angel fly in the midst of heaven, having the ever- 
lasting gospel to preach unto them that dwell on 
the earth, and to every nation* and kindred, and 
tongue, and' people "t Now, by this Angel is meant. 

fflep. xiv. 6V 

iellectively; because they all had (he same relation to 
the church, and the same Junctions to discharge. It 
is certainly nothing uncommon in the sacred writers to 
represent a collective body by a single symbol, or to 
address them by some title as an individual. It is 
searcely necesmrflo observe how frequently the Church 
is in this manner represented or addressed. And to 
mention no other instances, it will not be disputed, that, 
in this book 9 each of the seven churches is represented 
ty a single " candlestick* that the body, of apostate 
okrgy is signified by " the false prophet" and thc& 
by « Babylon' 1 is intended the apostate church. 
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.p human ministry, fc^ause the gospel is pveadtif 
jby men only. Nor is it less evident that a great 
jtumber is comprehended under this denoxpiiuv 
tion; for a great number of ministers must qf 
-necessity be employed to preach the gospel to every 
nation, and kindred, and tongue, and people. With 
• what propriety then, Jet me ask, do the advocatea 
pf prelacy attempt, in these epistles, to restrict thf 
ierm to an individual? 

i 

" The seven stars Are the angels of the seref 
churches; and the seven candlesticks are the seven 
churches." \s a star sheds material light, it is a 
jnrpper symbol of ministerial function, which is to 
diffuse intellectual and morttl Jight But a eandi* 1 
atiok is no emblem of this function; for, though it 
may contain a. luminous body, jit does not itself $iv* 
»ay light. Now, <the wUective ministry of eacfe 
church must have been comprehended under thf 
Star, which is a proper emblem of it; or, if this be 
jjeetricted to one individual, the rest pf the jmjniatrjr 
• must have been comprehended un<Jer the candlestick 
which is no emblem of it It is absurd, therefore, 
that the advocates of prelacy should pretend to n* 
strict the star to the bishop* a &d confound all the res^ 
Qf the dergy with the laity under Xhe >caudte$tick. 

It will not he maintained, " that the triahqp ajpagt 
flid all the preaching, gave ^ the instruction, and 
let all the example: that is, emitted all the lgfet qji 
account of which ministers are called stars* Th# 
other clergy had some share in these useful /unc- 
tions. T-heyioo preached the word: they too JmtgU 
frm house tQ fau&: tfcqjr too kttb&Mght itm* Jtft 

ogle • 
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ftfe ethers. Kow, one star being appropriated tj 
one church, as one candle is to one candlestick; it 
follows from the nature of the comparison, that as 
One candle is the full complement of light for one 
candlestick; so one star is the full complement of 
light for one church. But the light which shone in 
these churches did not emanate from any individual: 
it emanated from a number of individuals; from the 
collective body of the ministers of religion. There- 
fore, the star, which expresses the whole light in 
one of these churches, >is a symbol, not of a single 
minister, but of her ministry collectively"* 

Bat if it were possible for the advocates ef pre*- 
lacy to show, that the Angels were designed to de> 
ftignate individuals, it would not follow that they 
were diocesanbishops* It would be impracticable to 
prove that they possessed one of the prerogatives of 
modern bishops. 

These epistles were intended for the churches. II 
Would be easy to show, by an examination of theie 
eontents, that they agree with no other supposition* 
Many things in them have reference to the church 
eollectively, some to its ministry more particularly, 
ftnd others to the people. But it is not necessary 
on this occasion to enter into this extensive field* 
The fact is directly asserted. The Apostle inform* 
es expressly that he is writing " to the seven church* 
at, which are in Asia."f And to prevent any possi* 
fole misconception of the fact, at the close of the 

*Dr. Mason's Review of Episcopal Essays, in % 
4Nrtofete Hagasine. tRev.i.4. 
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*£fetle to each one ibis explicit declaration is *e* 
peated, " He that hath an ear, let him hear what 
the Spirit saith unto the churches." As, , therefore, 
these epistles were designed for the churches them* 
•elves, not for any one or the whole of the ministry 
exclusively, it is not possible that the Angel should 
be any other than the medium* by which each church 
was addressed. The circumstances may clearly 
indicate that some of the remarks were intended for 
the clergy, and others for the laity. But this makes 
no difference. They were all addressed to the 
churches including both* 

If then it could be shown that the Angel of the 
•church was meant to designate some one of its min- 
istry, it would not follow that he possessed any dig* 
tinct prerogative. He would be designated as a «w 
rfuononly, through which the church might with 
propriety be addressed. The simple circumstance 
of seniority would be sufficient to satisfy all that the 
occasion demanded. Whatever might be said to 
that individual could not be understood of him per* 
tonally and exclusively, but either of the church 
generally, or of its ministry or people particularity 
as the circumstances should obviously require. 

But if the advocates of prelacy Were able to 
prove, that the Angel was meant to designate an 
Individual, and that he possessed aU the prerogatives 
which they claim for their bishop; still they could 
not show that this arrangement was designed to be 
a general and perpetual institute in the Church. On 
the contrary, it would be incontestable that it was 
merely local and temporary. For, it would have 
M 
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been totally incompatible with the Commission, \f 
-which the permanent ministry was instituted; and 
utterly irreeoncileable to the order, which we 
know the Apostle* so generally established,* It 
could not, therefore, possibly be designed as a model 
for the general and permanent ministry. 

But the advocates of prelacy rely with great con- 
fidence upon this argument, 

5. « That Timothy and Titus were both appoint* 
ed to the fixed superintendency of a large diocese, 
the former over Ephesus, the latter over Crete; that 
the duties required of them, and the powers vested 
in them were evidently superior to those of ordinary 
presbyters: in a word, that they were no other than 
proper diocesan Bishops" 

There is, however, a radical defect in this argu- 
ment. AH the premises necessary to the conclusion 
must be taken for granted. The facts are assumed. 
It has not been proved, that tliey were merely ordi- 
nary, and not extraordinary minister?; that they had 
the special prerogatives claimed for bishops; that 
they had a fixed superintendence over those churches; 
nor, that they were succeeded by diocesan bishops. 
But all these facts must be proved before it can take 
the form of an argument They are all essential to 
the conclusion. If all these facts cannot be estab- 
lished, it cannot be pretended, that Timothy and 
Titus were any part of a permanent order of diocesan 
bishops. But all these assumed facts, so far from 

*PideSerm. 1,2,3, & 4. 
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being proved, are in the highest degree improbably 
if not manifestly false. 

It cannot be proved, in the first place, that Tirno* 
thy and Titus were ordinary minhten merely. 
On the contrary, there is no possible reason to ques- 
tion that they were extraordinary ministers. There 
h at least a moral certainty of this fact* 

The Apostles possessed the peculiar power of 
conferring the gifts of the Holt Ghost upon those, 
for whom they were necessary,* In the exercise of 
this power, the Apostle Paul bestowed some of these 
gifts upon the twelve disciples of John, with whom 
he incidentally met at Ephesus.f And it was the 
practice of the Apostles to communicate to a num- 
ber of the converts in different places those spiritual 
gifts, which were necessary to confirm their faith, 
or qualify them for the service of the church. J Btft 
it is inconceivable that these gifts should be bestow- 
ed in these cases, and yet those supernatural endow- 
ments be withholden from Timothy and Titus, which 
were indispensable in that age to the usefulness and 
guccess of such important missionaries. 

We know that Timothy and Titus were both sent 
by St. Paul to Corinth to compose the troubles and 
difficulties, which had arisen in the church there.§ 
But what weight of character could they have had 
for this mission, or what influence ever the aspirin's 

*Vide Scrnu 3, Prelim. 3. fActs atix. 1—7. 
%Comp. Ads viti. 14—17, 1 Cor. i. 7, Rom. i. 11, & 
Ueb. ii. 4. §1 Cor* it. 17, .2 Cor. vii. ft, 7, 13-^15, 
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leaders in that church, if they had been destitotil 
or the distinguishing gifts of the Holt Ghost? . U 
Appears that this church was inferior to no other in 
spiritual gifts, and that they valued themselves upon 
them too highly.}) Under these circumstances, nei- 
ther Timothy nor Titus could have done any thing 
*t Corinth, if they had not possessed these com- 
manding qualifications. They would have bees 
totally disqualified for the extraordinary mission, on 
which the Apostle had sent them. They would 
liave been less respected by the Corinthians than 
their own spiritual men. 

Such was the eminence of Timothy at least, that 
St. Paul did not hesitate to associate his name with 
his own in several of his epistles to the churches.* 
And there is no reason to question that the Apostle, 
When speaking of " the gift of Go*" communicated 
to him by the imposition of his hands, actually in- 
tended the gift of the Holt GHosT.f This appear! 
to be the only consistent interpretation; because the 
Apostle had, in his former epistle, expressly aseribi 
ed his ordination to the presbytery. % « 

It will not be denied that Timothy and Tito* 
were evangelists, before it can be pretended that 
they were diocesan bishops. But " evangelists** were 
expressly numbered among the extraordinary gifts of 
the ascended Saviour; because they were endowed 
with supernatural powers for the propagation of the 

j|l Cor. i. 7. xiv. 12, 26. 

»2 Cor. I 1. PhiL i. 1. CoL i. 1. 1 & 2 Thes* I h 
\2Tim.i.k tlTim.ir.14. Serm. 4, Prop. 4' 
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gospel.* There cannot, therefore, be a reasonable 
doubt that Timothy and Titus were thus endowed* 

By these considerations it appears, that Timothy 
and Titus were not merely ordinary, but extraordi* 
nary ministers. But if the advocate for prelacy 
cannot prove that they were ordinary ministers 
merely, his argument is of no validity. They can- 
not be adduced as any precedent for diocesan bishops* 
For, all the prerogatives claimed for them may be 
ascribed to them in their extraordinary character 
and not as members of the ordinary or permanent 
ministry. 

But it cannot be shown, that they had the special 
prerogatives claimed for bishops. On the contrary, 
it may well be questioned, whether the duties en- 
joined upon them required any official powers supe- 
rior to those of presbyters. 

The Apostle left Timothy at Ephesus to " charge 
some that they teach no other doctrine."! But this 
required no official superiority. Any suitable pre*- 
byter might have been deputed to perform the' same 
duty. Timothy, for any thing that appears, might 
have been preferred solely on account of his approv- 
ed fidelity and firmness. It was by special deiega* 
tk>n. The Apostle besought him to continue there 
for this very purpose. He was, therefore, nndoabt- 
edly to charge them in the name, and by the author*- 
ity of the Apostle. This cannot be denied with . 
toy propriety, because it was obviously indispens&t 
We to fulfil the Apostle's design. But he might 

*Serm. 3, Prelinu 2. fl Tim, U S, 
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torely hare gire* thii charge in the mwwr, andTfrf 
the authority of the Apostle, without any ^oo/ paw- 
en superior to those of a presbyter. 

But it is said, that Timothy had authority te fry 
elders or presbyters, and rebuke them. " Against 
an elder receive not an accusation, but before twaor 
three witnesses. Them that sin rebuke before all, 
that others also may fear."t — But it cannot be prov- 
ed by this passage, that Timothy was superior to a 
simple president of the presbytery 4 Nothing is said 
about his official power to try elders or presbyters* 
He is merely instructed in the ftrst place concerning 
the caution and circumspection necessary to be em- 
ployed, before an accusation against a presbyter 
Oouid with propriety be received. The Apostle is 
not speaking of the decision of the cause. His pri- 
mary object is to prevent groundless accusations 
against the ministers of religion. An accusation 
against a presbyter must not be received, if compe- 
tent testimony could not be produced to support it. 
But this made no difference with respect to the tri- 
bunal, which was to try the complaint. All this 
*ras preliminary to the trial. The manner in whiclt 

<fi Tim. r. 19, 20. 

%As the church was committed to the presbytia 
ivith equal authority, Acts xx, they must have excr- 
aiied their pastoral administration in common. Som* 
' one of course must have presided. This the facility 
end regularity of business required. But the presh 
dency made no difference frith the parity of their offi* 
+alpmert. 
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fliey were to be tried is entirely omitted- in the ae* 
eount. There is nothing said by the Apostle, which 
implies that any change was to be made in the tribu- 
nal, which had previously possessd the jurisdiction 
of such causes. But when any presbyters had been 
duly convicted before the proper tribunal, then Tim- 
othy was directed to rebuke them* 

Now, unless it can be shown, that some tribunal 
beside the presbytery had been instituted for the 
trial of these complaints, it will not follow that 
Timothy was superior to a simple president of it. 
To the president of the presbytery it would natur- 
ally belong, as a matter of propriety, to receive the 
accusations which were to be laid before them. And 
if a decision was made against the accused, it would 
as naturally devolve upon the existing president* 
whoever he might be, to administer the reproof 
But as the presidency related solely to regularity 
and convenience, it implies no superiority of official 
powers* 

But the advoeates of prelacy have insisted that 
Timothy was a diocesan bishop, because the Apostle 
gave him particular directions concerning the regu- 
lation of divine service, and the various classes of 
persons in the church. — But this surely proves di- 
rectly the reverse. It affords conclusive evidence, 
that he was not to act by his own authority, but 
solely by the authority of the Apostle* He had not 
official power for this purpose. Therefore, he must 
have a letter of particular instructions to show that 

he octe4 by the exprm authority of the Apostly 

■ -t 
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But if be had been invested with official power to 
make and enforce such regulations, these credential! 
would have been totally unnecessary. 

The advocates of prelacy have said much upon 
Timothy's exclusive power of ordination. — But they 
have sa*d nothing to prove it. And they may b* 
•afely challenged to produce a single passage from 
either epistle* which invests him with thi* exclusive 
power. 

Timothy undoubtedly possessed as well as any 
•ther minister a right to ordain, when occasion re- 
quired. But there is nothing to show, that this was 
any special part of his delegation to the church in- 
Epitesus. Nor is it in any manner noticed as a rea« 
•on for his continuance there. It was merely an 
incidental duty. 

K was nece^&ry, not only for the benefit of that 
age but all future ages, that written instructions 
should be given by Divine inspiration concerning 
the qualifications of ministers, and the caution to 
be used in their ordination. But it cannot be shown, 
upon the supposition of parity, that there \vas any 
greater impropriety in giving these instructions to 
Timothy or Titus than any other ministers. Not 
does the fact, of course, more clearly imply any 
exclusive power. The whole argument, consequent- 
ly, must be regarded as a mere gratuitous assump 4 
Hon, resting solely upon Episcopal authority, and 
Hot upon the authority of the Apostle. 

Ihtthi*, withenry other prerogative, «tata«* 
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*r Timothy In his ordinary and transmissible char- 
acter, is set aside by the Apostle. His ordination 
is expressly ascribed to presbyters.* We know, 
therefore, by the principles of Episcopalians them- 
selves-, that Timothy had no official superiority to m 
presbyter. This fact entirely settles the question. 

The Apostle observes to Titus, " For this canst 
left I thee in Crete, that thou shouldest set in order 
the things that are wanting, and ordain elders in 
every city, as I bad appointed thee."t By this it 
appears to have been the great design of his mission 
to organize churches in Crete, and ordain for them 
presbyters. But this requires no official powers what- 
ever superior to those of a presbyter. Any Con- 
gregational or Presbyterian missionary, in modern 
times, might perform the same duties with perfect 
scriptural propriety. 

But it is insisted by the advocates of prelacy, 
that Titus possessed the sole power of excluding 
heretics from the communion of the church. " A 
man that is an heretic, after the first and second 
admonition, reject/'J — But how does it appear, that 
Titus had the sole power of excluding any one from 
the communion of the church? This is not asserted in 
the text, neither is it necessarily implied. If Titus 
in fact possessed this power, then indeed the direc- 
tion might refer to it. But if he did not in fact 
possess this power, then manifestly it did not refer to 
iti Hence it is obvious, that this power must be 

*1 Tim. iv. 14. Serm. 4, Prop. 4< iTU. u &£ 
JTi*. iii.1*. 
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established by independent evidence, before any 
•uch conclusion can be deduced from the text. Ti- 
tus was not required to exceed his powers. He might 
be directed to admonish a heretic, and if he could 
not be reclaimed, to reject him from his own min* 
isterial or christian communion and intercourse; and 
at the same time, he might not be empowered, by 
his sole authority, to reject hinTfrom the communion 
of the church. . It cannot, therefore, be made to 
appear ftt>m this passage, that Titus had any power 
fuperior in that of an ordinary presbyter. 

Prom the preceding view of the subject it is evi- 
dent, that there is an entire deficiency of proof, 
that either Timothy or Titus possessed any of the 
special prerogatives claimed for bishops. It cannot 
be shown that they had the sole power of confirma- 
tion, nor the sole power of ordination, nor the supreme 
power of government. They cannot, therefore, be 
considered with the least propriety as atiy precedent 
for modern bishops. 

The advocates of prelacy cannot pr&ve, that Tim- 
othy and Titus had any fixed superintendence over the 
churches of Ephesus and Crete. This is essential 
to their argument. A diocesan bishop has an insep- 
arable relation to his diocese, and a fixed superintend 
dency over it If then it cannot .be shown, that 
Timothy and Titus sustained the same relation to 
those churches respectively, it cannot be pretended 
that they are any precedent for diocesan bishops.* 

*Some Episcopal advocates indeed, finding the dj$E» 
<*% of showing that Timothy and Titus had tkfr 
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The advocate* of prelacy, however, are obliged t# 
assume the fact. 

All the circumstances clearly indicate that it was 
merely a temporary engagement. It is implied that 
Timothy Intended to accompany the Apostle, but 
he besought him to abide or remain still at Epkesus.* 
Now this is absurd, if he had been appointed their 
diocesan bishop. For he was, by ihat appointment* 

*1 Tim, i. 3. 

fixed relation to those churches, have attempted to 
prove that they were bishops at large. But if they 
could succeed, the fact would be nothing to their pur* 
Pose. If tJtey were merely bishops at large, then they 
can form a precedent for no other than bishops at 
l ft rge. TTiey cannot be adduced as any proof of an 
*rder of diocesaij bishops. 

The term bishop is never applied, in the New Teste* 
foent, to a minister superior to a presbyter. But there 
is no instance of its Application to one, who had no 
fixed charge. This relation the term necessarily im- 
plies, " The name bishop means overseer, and this 
is a term manifestly correlative to that which expresses 
fte thing to be overeeen. The connexion is equally 
necessary and essential as between father and child, 
sovereign and subject, husband and wife. The one is 
inconceivable without the other. You cannot make a 
toan an overseer to whom you give no oversight, no 
ttore than you can make a man a shepherd, to whom 
fifou give the charge of no sheep, or a husband to whom 
Ifau give no wife." Dr. Campbell* 
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failer special obligation to remain there. Till 
Apostle left Titus in Crete, for this cause, to set m 
order the things that were wanting, and ordain elders 
in every ctiy.\ As it is intimated, he had not tine 
to do it himself, and therefore he left Titos for that 
purpose. This is the opinion of that learned Epis* 
•opal divine, Dr. Whitby. In reference to Timo- 
thy, he says, that " there is no satisfactory evi- 
dence of his having resided longer at Ephesus, than 
was necessary to execute a special and temporary 
mission to the church in that place." He observe! 
that Titus " was only left at Crete to ordain elders 
in every city, and to set in order the things that 
were wanting; and that having done that work, he 
had done all that was assigned him in that station; 
and, therefore, St Paul sends for hint the very next 
year to Nicopolis."* 

From the scriptural history there is no reason to 
conclude, that either Timothy or Titus had any 
fixed charge in any place. We find Timothy " at 
one period with Paul at Philippi and Tkessalonica; 
a little afterwards at Athens; then at Tkessalonica 
again. Some years after this, we find him succes- 
sively at Ephesus, Macedonia, and Corinth; then 
returning to Ephesus; soon afterwards revisiting 
Corinth and Macedonia; then going to Jerusalem; 
and, last of all, travelling to Rome, tvhere the sa- 
cred history leaves him. In like manner, we may 
trace Titus in his successive journeys, Jrom Syria 
to Jerusalem; from thence to Corinth; from Corinth 
to Macedonia; back again to Corinth; thence to the 

iTil. i. 6. *Pref. to Comment, on Titus* 
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island of Crete? afterwards to Dalmatian* But 
there does not appear to be any reason to conclude 
from a- single circumstance recorded in scripture, 
that either of them ever returned to Ephcsus or 
Crete. So little evidence does the scripture furnish 
for the opinion that they were diocesan bishops. 

The advocates of prelacy generally maintain, 
that Timothy was made bishop of Ephesus previously 
to St. Paul's interview with the elders at Miletus.f 
But the -time which they assign is utterly irrecon- 
cilable to the hypothesis. For we know that the 
Apostle, in that interview, committed the church 
at Ephesus to the elders with co-ordinate authority, 
and without the least notice of Bishop Timothy* 
This is absolutely incredible, if the Apostle had 
already appointed him to be their diocesan, by whese 
direction they were to be guided, and by whose au- 
thority they were to be governed* 

The Apostle expressly directs Timothy, in his 
business at Ephesus, to " do the work of an evan- 
gelist ."$ And from the missions on which Titus 
was employed, it is evident that he sustained the 
same official character. Now, it is one point in 
which all parties agree, that an evangelist had no 
stationary residence, and no settled charge. This 
eonsideration, therefore, determines the question. 
Timothy and Titus were not diocesan bishops. 



Wr. Miller's Letters, Vol 1, p. 107. 
fDn Bowden maintains this opinion. Letters Vo% 
i t p. 200— 262. 12 Tim. iv. 5. 
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Bat the advocates 6f prelaey cannot prote, bfr 
any satisfactory evidence, that Timothy and Titos 
Were succeeded by diocesan bishops. This th*y ao- 
knowledge to be essential to their argument* For 
if they had not successors of this description, they 
cannot possibly be considered as any part of a per* 
mancnt order of diocesan bishops. But so far are the 
advocates of ptelacy from being able to prove tftt* 
sut;ccssion y that the learned Dr. WhMby himself ctaf- 
fesses, that it cannot be proved by any testimony 
prior to the fourth century, that " Timothy and Titus 
Were indeed made bishops, the one of Ephesus, the oth- 
er of Crete? w Now, of this matter," as he proceeds td 
observe, " I confess I can find nothing in any writer 
of the first three centuries, nor any intimation that 
lhey bore that name;' 9 In the fourth century* Eii* 
sebins informs us in his Ecclesiastical History, that 
it was "reported"* that Timothy was bishop of 
Ephesus, and Titus 6f Crete. And, for any thing 
that appears to the contrary, the whole story trans- 

*Dr. Bofvden renders the original word by a very 
free translation, " it is recorded in history." Of this 
toe&ning of the term he thinks it a proof that the Bng* 
tish word history is derived from it* But the Dr* 
forgot U inform his feeders that the English word 
ntory is also derived from it, and that the one is as 
fair a specimen of its meaning as the other* The truth 
is, the term is perfeeHy ambiguous. It might signify 
indifferently a written or an oral relation* But as it 
does not appear that Eusebius had any written author* 
ity, and as he says that he derived much of his history 
from tradition, it can be placed upon the scale of evi- 
dence no higher than a mere traditionary report. 
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mitted to us has been founded upon this report of 
Eusebius. It has been adopted and repeated by a 
number of writers from that day to the present time* 
By this we may readily see how Timothy and Titus 
have been made hislwps. Still the advocates of 
prelacy contend, that there can be no valid minis* 
try and mo visible church without the bishop. But 
can you consent, my brethren, as christians or at 
men* that the vital existence of the ministry and 
the essential order of the Church should be suspend* 
ed upon a mere traditionary report, two or three hun- 
dred years after the event? 

Now, I appeal to yottr candor and good sense, 
my brethren, whether the scriptures do not establish 
presbylerian parity with the most conclusive evi- 
dence* I appeal to your candor and good sense* 
whether there is a single circumstance, when duly 
examined and understood, that even militates against? 
this doctrine. But if this be admitted, the question 
is settled upon an immovable foundation. For, to 
use the language of an illustrious Episcopal writer,* 
<< The Bible," my brethren, " the Bible is th« 
religion of Protestants." 

*Chillin£WOrtk* 
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Isaiah viii. 20. 
tt To the lam and to the testimony: if they speak not 
according to this wordy it is because there is no tight 
iti them." 

DIVINE Revelation is called " the lam? because 
it teaches us what God require*; it is called * the 
testimony? because God declares it to be the truth. 
The prophet therefore, appeals to it with great pro- 
priety as the standard of truth and duty. By this 
the pretensions of all those, who undertake to ad- 
vise or instruct us upon religious subjects, must be 
tried. To this test they must be brought, whatever 
learning, or knowledge, or wisdom they may claim 
to possess. If their instruction or counsel does not 
agree with " the law and the testimony," it must 
be rejected without hesitation. " Cease, my son, 
to hear the instruction that causeth to err from thr 
Words of knowledge."* 

Bat if the appeal could with propriety be made 
to this as the standard in the days of the prophet* 
with what additional confidence may we appeal to 
it since the Apostolic age. THe canon of scripture 
was then completed and ratified by its immutable 
Author. " If any man shall add unto these things, 
God shall add unto him the plagues that are written 
i]Q this book: and if any man shall take away from 
the words of the book of this prophecy, Goo ftfr pM 

*Trov* xix. 27, 
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feke away his part out of the book of life"f If any 
one should ho so presumptuous, it will be at hi* 
peril. He must answer for his temerity to Him, 
from whose eye there is no concealment, from whose 
hand there is uq escape from whose tribunal there 
is ho appeal. 

By this, then, we are required, and under the 
highest responsibility, to ascertain and observe alt 
the doctrines, precepts, and institutions, given by 
Divine authority. By whatever plausible argument* 
ingenious men may assail us, by whatever powerful 
motives they may press us to forsake this standard* 
we must resist them, we must disregard them, and 
adhere inviolably to the truth as God has revealed 
it* " To the law and to the testimony: if they speak 
not according to this word, it is because there is a* 
light in them." 

Let me then ask in the first place* 

1. Why we should attend to the Fathers? 

With what propriety, my brethren, are we cattett 
»pon to neglect the " sure word of prophecy,'* and 
receive the opinion or testimony of uninspired and 
fallible men? We have endeavored to ascertain, by 
eareful examination, what the Sow of God and the 
Holt Ghost have taught us concerning the order 
and powers of the gospel ministry. But we are 
•ailed upon by the advocates of prelacy to give «p 
the authority of the Sow pf Gpp and the Hoi£ 



flfcv. xxii. 18, 19. 
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Ghost, and permit the Fathers to decide this qnes* 
tion. Is it possible that any main who has any 
respect for the Redeemer or Sanctifier of his people, 
can consent to this proposition? Is it possible that 
any man should imagine, that what the Fathers have 
said in repugnance to the word of God is of any 
authority? These Fathers at beat were no more 
than uninspired and fallible interpreters of " the 
law and the testimony" of Gop. And is the au- 
thority of these interpreters to be preferred to that 
of the faithful and true witness, and all those holy 
men of old, who'spake as they were moved by the 
Holv Ghost? w To the law and to the testimony: 
if they speak not according to this word, it is be- 
eause there is no light in thenu" Wherever the 
Fathers differ from the word of God* they are falla- 
cious and delusive instructors. Whatever may be 
their authority in other cases, in this they deserve 
no attention. The moment we ascertain that they 
disagree on any subject with the scriptures, we 
know that they are in an error. We have no ecca- 
iion to wait before we decide, till we can expW* 
fte cause of this difference, - The simple fact, that 
(hey differ from the infallible standard, decides tbt 
question, and so far destroys their authority. 

But we are sometimes told by the advocates of 
prelacy, that they do not appeal to the Fathers at 
interpreters. They appeal to their testimony mere* 
ly to prove a matter of fact. They call in the F* 
fliers as witnesses of the form of government, which 
prevailed in the church in their days.— But what, 
my brethren, is this to the purpose? Let us su;»p<w* 
$ftt they prove by the testimony of the Fat!&*> 
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fiat the form of government in their days was dtf* 
ferent from that, which was established by the Insti- 
tution of Christ and the regulations of his inspired 
Apostles— what is the consequence? Nothing more 
sorely than this, that the Fathers and their cotem- 
poraries had depaf ted from the original and sacred 
model of ecclesiastical order. It would prove con- 
clusively, that the Fathers had so far forsaken the 
institution of Chbjst and the order dictated by tb e . 
Holt Ghost. And this is the only legitimate in- 
ference, which could be deduced from the fact.. It 
will not prove, that the institution of Christ and 
the practice of the Apostles actually differed from 
what they themselves have informed us. The most 
zealous advocate for prelacy surely will not pretend 
to assert,, that the Fathers, of the third or fourth 
century knew better about these facts than the in- 
spired Apostles and Evangelists themselves. When* 
therefore, the question has been fairly settled by 
the authority of our Lord, and his Apostles, we 
cannot be required to put it again at issue upon the 
ambiguous authority of the Fathers* A man might 
safely take his position upon the original institution 
Of Christ alone. On this rock he might easily 
repel all the assaults, which could be made with 
these auxiliaries. What signifies the multiplication 
*f testimonies from these witnesses to prove, that 
the institution Qf Christ is not such as he has him- 
■elf declared it to be. The advocate of prelacy 
advances and challenges the combat,, armed with 
feathers plucked from the wings.of the Fathers. But, 
what will this armour avail him? We know that a 
thousand feathers will not resist the impression of' 
%£e ball of lead* One text of scripture to the pur- 
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£*se is of more authority, than as many volumes of 
the Fathers as can be ranged in a bookstore* 

When, therefore, the question is determined by 
the word of Goo, the opinions or testimonies of the 
Fathers will be, in the estimation of a just reasoner, 
of no manner of consequence. He will never im- 
agine that the express institution of Christ can be 
subverted by these witnesses. He will feel himself 
under no necessity of turning over the tomes of the 
second, third, fourth, or fifth century, to ascertain 
whether the scriptural account be correct. The on- 
ly assignable motives for this investigation are these 
two; — first, to see how little reason the advocates 
of prelacy have for triumph on their own chosen 
ground; and secondly, to vindicate the early Fa- 
thers from the imputation of departing universally 
from the Apostolic model of ecclesiastical govern- 
ment. To this imputation they are peculiarly ex- 
posed by the indiscriminate claim of Episcopalians, 
that the Fathers are all on their side, and by the 
spurious or corrupt writings,, which have been for 
this purpose ascribed to some of them. For these 
Beasons, and for these «nly, it may be proper fa 
bestow some attention upon the Fathers. 

It has been the fashion of modern times to distin- 
guish the uninspired writers in the church, for four 
or five centuries after the Christian sera, by the de- 
nomination of the Fathers. At the head of this 
catalogue may be pl&eed Clemens Romanus, or Clem* 
§nt of Rome, as one of the earliest and most respect- 
able. The only composition, generally received as 
kis genuine work, is an epistle to the Corinthian* 
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It tras probably written towards the close of th# 
Srst century. It was addressed in the name of the 
church at Rome to the church at Corinth, 

In this epistle there is not the least notice of any 
officer superior to presbyters or scriptural bishop*. 
In precise conformity to the language of scripture 
he expressly observes, that " the Apostles going 
abroad, preaching through countries and cities, ap» 
pointed the first fruits of their ministry to be bishops 
an.d deacons:' He mention* a plurality of " pres- 
byters" at Corinth, who "presided over the church." 
He attributes the office of bishops to these presbyter* 
without any distinction. His account of the officers 
in the church, as far as I can discover, agrees e* 
actly with that of the inspired volume. 

In the face of this acknowledged epistle, how- 
ever, the advocates of prelacy have been bold 
enough to assert, not only that Clement was hin> 
self diocesan bishop at Rome, but that there was at 
the same time a diocesan bishop at Corinth* But 
upon this supposition, how is it possible to account 
for the silence of Clement in relation to any such 
spiritual superior? How is it possible to account for 
this silence especially, when we consider that this • 
epistle was written for the express purpose of com* 
posing a sedition in the church against its presbyters! 
Who could have been so well fitted to settle this 
difficulty as the diocesan bishop, who had an ac- 
knowledged jurisdiction over both? Who in fact 
possessed any right to determine the controversy 
hut this supreme governor of the church? Why then 
has Clement neither given him any advice how tf 
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proceed, nor exhorted the presbyters and the ehpdb 
to submit to his decision? If there had been any 
diocesan bishop in that city, this is utterly inconceiv- 
able. The silence of Clement, under these circum- 
stance!, amounts to a demonstration that the Corin- 
thian church had no such officer* 

Cotemporary with Clement was Sertnas, the ai* 
thor of a work entitled the Pastor or Shepherd* It 
i<* evident from the work itself that it was written at 
Rome, and he expressly mentions that there wa» 
" in this city" a plurality of " elders" or " presbyters 
ntho presided over the church" Having used the 
term " bishops" he immediately explains it, as he 
had that of "elders" or " presbyters" before, to sig- 
nify " presidents of the churches" And then, with- 
out any notice of any other grade of officers, he 
passes to deacons, or " such as have been set over 
inferior ministries, and have protected the poor and 
the widows." He i* very severe in reproving thos? 
Who aspire to any dignity or preeminence. 

In the epistle of Potycarp to the church at Philip" 
pi, Written in the early part of the second century* 
two orders of officers in the church only are men* 
tioned, presbyters and deacons. He exhorts the 
church expressly to be " subject to the presbyt- 
ers and deacons" He enters at some length 
into the. duties of presbyters, and particularly ad" 
Burnishes them to " abstain from all wrath, respect 
of persons, and unrighteous judgment" " Not easy 
to believe any thing against any; not severe in judg* 
ment; knowing that we are all debtors in point of 
law." From thi* nothing can, be more evident than 
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«e fafet that the presbyters had the inspection and 
government of the church. 

The advocates of prelacy indeed hare endeavor- 
ed to raise an argument in support of their came 
from the inscription of this epistle. It is in thee* 
words, "Polycarp and the presbyters with him to 
the church of Go© dwelling at Philippi." Now 
these ingenious men inform us, that the name of 
Polycfirp is plainly distinguished from that of th« 
presbyters, and therefore, he was a diocesan bishop! 
This we must anquestionably admit to be perfectly 
conclusive. For it is not possible sorely in the na- 
ture of things to assign any reason for this distim> 
tioa, if Polycarp did not possess <« the sfrfe power of 
confirmation, the «*fe power of ordination, and the 
supreme power of the keys'" Who can doubt that 
he enjoyed all these prerogatives, when he actu- 
ally wrote a letter in his own name and that of th* 
presbyters with him? 

But to the authority of Ignatius, the «otcmj*ra> 
ry of Polycarp, the advocates of prelacy appeal 
With much greater confidence. Many of the most 
distinguished scholars in the Protestant world* how* 
«ver, believe that the epistles ascribed to Ignatius 
are either spurious, or so corrupt that they are un- 
worthy of credit. They appear to be destitute of 
a great part of that exterior evidence of their genfr 
irieness, which we should naturally expect to so 
company the writings of so early and so celebrated 
a martyr. But an investigation of this deficiency 
would lead us into a field too extensive and per* 
h*j>8 too critkal for tbe present occasion. 
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It appear*, that fifteen epistles were first discor* 
«red in modern times under the name of Ignatius. 
To these the advocates of prelacy, it seems, re- 
paired as great supports of their cause. But in 
process of time, Usher and Vossius discovered sev- 
en minor epistles, and corrected and published them 
as the only genuine productions of Ignatius. The 
advocates of prelacy finding these minor epistles 
more defensible, relinquished the former, which 
have since been called the " major" or « larger epis- 
tles," as spurious or corrupt, and fastened their 
hands upon the seven last discovered as of unque* 
tionable authority. U is the opinion, notwith- 
standing, of a critic no less eminent than Mr. Whis- 
ton, that these seven minor epistles are merely 
mutilated abridgements of the major. 

But however strong the suspicion of their au- 
thenticity arising from these circumstances, their 
contents alone furnish perhaps adequate reason for 
discarding their authority. They would appear 
it is believed, to any impartial examiner to bear 
an unequivocal character of Bpuriousness or eorrup' 
tion. He could not easily persuade himself, that 
these epistles, in their present form, actually pro- 
ceeded from the primitive Ignatius. 

We might insist upon it as a substantial argument, 
that these epistles, in the best state in which they 
now appear, could not be the work of that early 
inartyr, because they use the term bishop in B ° m€ 
appropriate sense distinct from the term presbyter 9 
We know that the sacred writers, whom the prina* 
tive Ignatius so soon followed, did not th»s ft****' 
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those names. Nor is there the letpt appeal 
•ace of any such fixed and uniform distinction in 
the application of these titles, in any other writer 
of the two first centuries. If these epistles were 
toe genuine productions aftthe martyr, he stands 
dene in the age in which he Hved.* 

But though the terms " bishop, presbyter, and 
deacon" are uniformly distinguished in these epk* 
ties, it does not appear to be the object of the wri- 
ter to elevate the bishop above the presbyters, so 
touch as to exalt all the clergy above the lai- 
ty. It is his obvious design to place the officers 
tf the church at an almost immeasurable distance 
above the people. Whilst, he is represented to be 
on his journey from Antiocb to Rome to suffer mar* 
tjldom,. in conformity to the sentenc^of the Em- 
peror, the burden of his epistles appears ti»~be to in* 
silicate-, under the pretence of producing union, a 
blind and passive sulgection and obedience to " bishr 

^Neither does U appear that such inflated com* 
Pound Greek terms, as are so common in the original 
*f these epistles, were in use among Christians at 
ftaf early period. This species of vanity and folly 
Qrose in a more corrupt age. It could not have been 
tolerated by the simplicity and modesty of the primi- 
tive Christians. They • could not have adopted the 
style of these epistles, and called their brethren, {as 
a literal translation of the epithets must be) " God* 
Mouthy, God-bearers, Temple bearers, Christ* 
•earers, HoiiY Ghost-bearers," and the like* 
&or does the writer hesitate to take to himself thf 
Wlo « Thueophoro*" or the" God-bea&er»" 
O 
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m, prestyters, and deacons." He tells those to 
whom he wrote bis epistles* « Let all reverence 
the deacons as Jesus Christ, and the bishop as 
the Father, and the presbyters as the sanhedrim of 
God, and college of Apostles" " Being «$«t 
to your 5wfcop and the fredyfeiy, ?* may ** n * a( * 
aad thoroughly sanctified: 9 " For if I, in this little 
time, have had such a familiarity with your bish* 
♦p,..*how much more must I think you happy, 
who are so joined to him as the Church is to^JRsus 
Christ, and Jzsus Christ to the Father." "It 
is evident that we ought to look npon the bisfy 
even as we would do upon the Lord himself. 
" Obey your bishop and the presbytery with an en- 
tire affection." "Yonr bishop presiding in the 
place of God; your presbyters in the place of th* 
council of the Apostles; and your deacons being en- 
trusted with the ministry of Jesu* Christ." u a *> 
therefore, the Lord did nothing without the Fath- 
er;.... so neither do ye anything without ye* 
bishop and presbyters" "See that ye all folio* 
your bishop as Jesus Christ the Father; a»<* «• 
presbytery as the Apostles; and reverence the depots 
as the command of God-" " It is a good thing » 
have a due regard both to God and the bishop: » 
that honors the bishop shall be honored of God: but 
he that does any thing without his knowledge 
ministers unto the devil." AH this, and much mo* 
to the same purpose, he inculcates; and witbou 
the least apparent apprehension, lest these s P ir ^\ 
guides should possibly deviate from the truth, a* 

^These quotations are made solely in themordsV 
Archbishop Wake's translation* 

Digitized bydOOQLC 



159 

tead them to destruction. The writer appears to 
have forgotten, or entirely disregarded the solemn 
warning of our Lord, " If the blind lead the blind, 
they shall both fall into the ditch." But so sanguine 
is he in the belief, that this passive submission to 
the clergy is a saving grace* that he solemnly pledg- 
es his soul for Ihe salvation of those who perform 
this indispensable duty. « My soul," he says, "be 
Security for them teat submit to their bishop, with 
their presbyters and deacons. And may my portion 
be together with theirs in God.'* 

These citations may serve as a specimen of the 
eharacter and sentiments of these famous epistles. 
And we appeal to any man of candor and good 
sense, whether it is not a disgrace to the primitive 
Ignatius, who is represented by Episcopal writers 
as an example of Apostolic piety and faith, to as- 
cribe these productions to his pen. Nothing surely 
could be a sufficient motive to induce any one to 
believe, that these are the genuine and unadulterated 
epistles of that early martyr, but an undistinguishing 
zeal for Episcopacy. The language and sentiments 
are totally inconsistent with the age, in which it is 
pretended they were written, and with the charac- 
ter of the author to whom they are ascribed. 

But the advocates of prelacy, after all their zeal 
in defence of these epistles, can acquire from them 
little more advantage to their cause than a distinc* 
Hon of names. They are obliged to acknowledge, 
that not a single wordw said that the exclusive pow*^ 
er of ordination or confirmation belonged to the bisk-* 
op. Nor do the presbyters appear to have possessed 
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* jurisdiction less extensive than the bishop. On 
the contrary, they evidently had a relation equally 
to the whole church. The writer requires indeed 
the concurrence of the bishop to baptism and thei 
•ommunion, but it does not appear that any act of 
discipline could be administered without the pre& 
hyters. 

At the same time, a variety of circumstances an 
tnentioned, which are inconsistent with diocesan • 
Episcopacy, The bishop is represented in these 
epistles as presiding over one churchy who usually 
at least came together to the same place 9 had one 
altar or communion table 9 partook of one and the 
same bread or loaf, and united in one prayer offered 
by the bishop. The bishop must not suffer the nrid* 
orvs to be neglected, but be after God their guardian; 
nor were any marriages to be celebrated without his 
consent. He was to see that his assemblies tverejull t 
inquire into all by name 9 and not overlook the men and 
moid servants. The advocates of prelacy have ex- 
erted all their ingenuity to reconcile these circum- 
stances to their hypothesis. But they cannot be 
made to coincide in an officer, who presided over a 
diocese consisting of several distinct parishes and 
congregations. The labor which has been employ- 
ed shows the difficulty of the task, and the unwar- 
rantable assumptions which have been made prove 
the impracticability ef it. 

Papiasy who was likewise eotemporaiy with Poly* 
*earp, mentions no other officers in the church JmJ 
presbyters. 
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Justin Martyr, who suffered about the year 16#, 
or 170, takes notice of two orders only; one of 
which he denominates " presidents of the brethren," 
and the other " deacons" 

. Towards the close of this second century flour 
ished Irenaus. He obviously makes a promiscuous 
Use of the terms bishop and presbyter. But as he 
has mentioned ministerial succession, the advocates 
of prelacy have labored to derive an argument from 
U in their favor. In his work against heresies, he 
frequently appeals, for the confirmation of his doc- 
trine, to the accounts transmitted by this succession 
from the Apostles. But it cannot be denied that 
he calls it indifferently a succession of presbyters^ or 
a succession of bishops* He uses one form of expres- 
sion as frequently perhaps as the other. By this ii 
is evident, that he had no idea that bishops were a 
distinct order from presbyters. As be applies these 
titles promiscuously to the same persons, they must 
of course have designated the same order. 

But it is said, that he traces the succession by 
individual ministers, and therefore they must have 
been diocesan bishops. — But this surely is a very 
romantic conclusion, when they cannot prove that 
these individuals possessed one of the prerogatives " 
which they claim for the diocesan. Irenaeus *ttru 
botes to them neither the exclusive power of ordina* 
tion or confirmation, nor any control over their fel- 
low presbyters* This mode of reasoning is ex- 
tremely expeditious, «MM* will undoubtedly enable 
Episcopalians to establish their claims with great 
btitify, 

9 § 
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But it should be remembered that Ireweus bad 
nothing in view, bat to show that the doctrine, 
which he maintained, had been transmitted through 
an uninterrupted line of ministers from the Apostles. 
For this purpose any single lines of acknowledged 
reputation were sufficient. He had no occasion to 
trace his doctrine through several collateral succes- 
sions of presbyters in the same church. He had no 
reference to the powers of these ministers. It is, 
therefore, a palpable perversion of his design to 
pretend, that he was tracing the succession of a sm- 
perior order of ministers. His object was simply to 
prove the purify of his doctrine. We say nothing 
concerning the correctness of his argument. But 
surely it will not be pretended, that none but dioce* 
son bishops could po&Bibly preserve the purity of 
doctrine. 

We would not, however, be understood to tevfi 
that in each of the churches one of the presbyters 
was president. Nor do we undertake to say, that 
Irensus did not take this succession as that of the 
most conspicuous presbyters. But there is manifest* 
lj no proof of any imparity in their official powers, 

But as we have had occasion to notice the pre- 
tended argument from succession, it may not be 
Improper to make some additional remarks. There 
Is no reason to question that several writers, in sub- 
sequent ages, wished to make out a single succession 
in the principal churches, with a view to som« 
original imparity of powers. This was perfectly 
natural. When imparity had made some progret*. 
Hie patrons of it must h*?c perceived, that it would 
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not possess the desirable stability, if it were ■•! 
with some degree of plausibility connected with 
Apostolic institution. However expedient or neces- 
sary they might esteem the superiority of the bish- 
op, they could not fail of discerning, that any ap- 
pearance of Apostolic sanction would add greatly tt> 
his authority. Whenever any privilege was con- 
ceded to the bishop, every one indeed might have 
been satisfied with the persuasion, that what appear- 
ed convenient or beneficial was not inconsistent 
with the Apostles' design. But from the unavoid- 
able influence of power upon every human heart, 
the bishop would be disposed to think, that any 
privilege received from his predecessor fairly be* 
longed to his office. And hence, if the change 
were not so recent as to expose the illusion necessa- 
rily, he would be inclined to conclude that it was 
a prerogative derived from earlier times. And being 
fully sensible that it ought to have an Apostolic 
sanction, he would be disposed to claim it under 
that character, and would be naturally led to look 
back and complete a succession, through which it 
might have passed into his hands. In this way, the r 
prerogatives, gradually acquired by the bishops oi 
Koine, came to be defendedihy the Catholics as the 
rightful inheritance of the successors of St. Peter* 
And nothing less than universal supremacy and abs&* 
kite infMibilUg were eventually transmitted to the 
Pvpe from this Prince of the Apostles. 

But the history of this succession alone might 
have convinced the advocates of prelacy, whether 
Catholic or Protestant, that the argument is entire]/ 
fallacious. They acknowledge, that such confusio* 
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prevails in the accounts of the primitive succession, 
that they cannot pretend to determine with any 
certainty, who was appointed the bishop of Rome by 
the Apostles. But it is manifest that this first 
bishop, distinguished by Apostolic appointment and 
placed at the head of the catalogue, must have 
been the most conspicuous and best known of any 
character in the ancient succession. It cannot be 
pretended with any appearance of probability, that 
the diocesan bishop, appointed by the Apostles them- 
selves, over this well known and celebrated church 
in the metropolis of the world, could have been in 
a literary age involved in uncertainty and confusion. 
This acknowledged fact is, therefore, a demonstra- 
tion that no such superior officer was appointed by 
the Apostles. But as several Apostolic men were 
eminent presbyters in that church, the writers in 
afterdates, who attempted to deduce a single suc- 
cession from the Apostles, naturally fell into the 
confusion of placing different bishops at the head of 
their respective catalogues. 

Clemens Jlezandrinus or Clement of Alexandria 
Nourished at the close of the second century. Though 
it cannot be pretended ttpt he was any thing more 
than a presbyter, be obviously claims to himself ia 
common with other presbyters, the right of gown* 
iog the churches. " We who have the rule* over 
the churches, are shepherds or pastors after the ii»* 
age of the good Shepherd." 

He mentions in (me instance " prtslyUrs, bishops 9 

+Tke original term signifies the aptftial or peerf" 
nperiatendence. f#tf. Li£. U . 
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*ndde*cons,* and in another " bishops, predate** 
and deacons;" but he obviously divide* them into no 
more than two official orders. " Of that service of 
God," he says, «• about which men are conversant, 
one is that ythxctt makes them better; the other thai 
which is ministerial. . . .The presbyters maintain the 
form of that which makes men better; and the dea- 
cons that which is ministerial. In both these minis, 
tries the angels serve God in the dispensation of 
earthly things/'* " In the church, the presbyters 
are intrusted with the dignified ministry; the deacon* 
with the subordinate."! 

But as Clement in one passage appears to repre- 
sent, that there was a u first seat" in the presbytery,, 
<be advocates of prelacy say, that this must have 
been filled by a diocesan bishop. — But how does it 
appear that this must have been filled by one, who 
Was no part of the presbytery? Surely every man, 
who enjoyed no more than common understanding, 
Would naturally conclude that the first seat in a 
presbytery must have been occupied by a presbyter 
as well as the last. 

In the third century, the prime-presbyter or presi* 
dent appears to have been more commonly distin- 
guished by the title of bishop. But there is no proof 
that he possessed, in the beginning of this century, 
any superiority to his fellow presbyters, except that 
his consent or authority was necessary to the admin* 
istration of baptism. This appears to have been 
done " for the honor of the church," or that divis^ 
ions might be prevented* 

*Strom. Lib. 7. jStrom. Lib. 1. 
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But in relation to this century that learned and 
celebrated historian, Dr. Mosheim, gives this state- 
ment. " The face of things began now to change in 
the Christian Church. The ancient method of eccle- 
siastical government seemed, in %eneral, still to 
subsist, while, at the same time, by imperceptible 
steps, it Varied from the primitive rule, and degen- 
erated toward the form of a religious monarchy. 
For the bishops aspired to higher degrees of power 
and authority than they had formerly possessed; 
afad not only violated the rights of the people, but 
also made gradual encroachments upon the privi- 
leges of the presbyters. And that they might cover 
these usurpations with an air of justice, and an ap- 
pearance of reason, they published new doctrines 
concerning the nature of the Churchy and of (t€ 
Episcopal dignity. One of the principal authors of 
this change in the government of the Church was 
Cyprian, who pleaded for the power of the bishops, 
with more zeal and vehemence than had ever been 
hitherto employed in that cause, though not with 
an unshaken constancy and perseverance; for, in 
difficult and perilous times, necessity sometimes 
obliged him to yield, and to submit several things 
to the judgment and authority of the church."* 

But though the bishops made gradual advances in 
their claims and authority, it does not appear that 
there was, during the greater part of this century, 
any fixed distinction betwixt them and the pres- 
byters in the essential powers of the pastoral office. 
It is very evident from the epistles of Cyprian him- 

*%LQshein?s Eccles. Hist* Cent. 3, PU 2, Ch. 2, Sect. 3* 
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MrtiselF, that " the flock or people had the chief pow- 
er of choosing worthy priests, and refusing unwor- 
thy ones," and that the bishop no less than the pres- 
byters and deacons must " be chosen in the presence 
of the people" and " by the suffrage of the whole 
brotherhood;" that the presbyters still retained a 
jurisdiction as extensive as the bishop, and had the 
superintendence of the same church or flock; and 
that though the bishop, for the sake of unity, might 
insist upon the propriety and necessity of his appro- 
bation for the administration of baptism and the 
emmunion, yet this made no difference with fhe offi- 
cial right of the presbyter. Nor does it appear, that 
any ministerial function was considered as so pecul- 
iarly appropriated to the bishop, that it could not be 
consistently performed by presbyters. In conse- 
quence of persecution, Cyprian was obliged to leave 
Carthage for a considerable time. In his absence 
he wrote a letter to the presbyters and deacons, 
Charging them expressly to discharge his functions 
as well aB their own.* But if neither the presbyters 
nor the deacons had possessed any official right to 
discharge t.be functions of a bishop, this direction 
would have been absurd. If Cyprian had enter- 
tained any doubt of an official capacity, he would 
not have required them to perform his. functions as 
the bishop of Carthage. And as be makes no ex* 
ception in the requirement, it must be naturally un« 
derstood to comprehend all the epLcopal functions* 
But it will not be pretended that deacons had this 
right It must, therefore, have belonged to the 
presbyters. 

*EpisOc 5. 
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It seems indeed from several considerations, thai 
deacons had begun in this century to be regarded as 
* part of the clergy, and were received into the 
common council of presbyters; but it does not ap- 
pear that a bishop could regularly perform any offi- 
cial act without the concurrence and authority of 
ibis council. Though he was advancing in his pre- 
tensions as well as the deacon, he had not acquired 
independence in the exercise of those prerogatives 
Co which he aspired* The concurrence and author- 
ity of the council was considered so indispensable, 
that, when Cyprian, during his absence, ordained 
Aurelius no more than a reader in the church, he 
thought it necessary to make to them a particular 
apology for it This he begins with a direct ac- 
knowledgement of the common right of the council 
to examine and designate individuals for ecclesias- 
tical functions. " In all ecclesiastical ordinations, 
most dear brethren, I used to consult you before- 
hand, and to examine the manners and merits of 
every one with common advice/'* It does not ap- 
pear that the bishop was allowed, in the regular 
course of proceeding, to impose his hands without 
the presbyters; and it cannot be reasonably disputed, 
that the ordination was performed in the name and 
by the authority of the whole council, who desig- 
nated the candidate to his office* 

But the question appears to be decisively settled 
by another fact, which occurred about the same pe- 
riod. The bishop of Rome presumed alone to or* 
flajn Novatianus a presbyter. But in consequence 

*Spi$Oe 38, 
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^f the remonstrance of the clergy, and a part ef the 
people, he was obliged to promise expressly that he 
would not make a precedent of it** 

However necessary the concurrence or co-opera* 
fion of the bishop might be esteemed for the sake of 
decency, order and harmony, the official capacity 
of presbyters to perform all the functions of the 
ministry does not appear to have been denied. Oa 
the contrary, Firmilian, bishop of Ctesarea, in a 
letter addressed to Cyprian, expressly ascribes all 
ministerial powers to elders or presbyters without 
discrimination. " AH power and grace," he says, 
" are placed in the church, where elders or pre&byt- 
trs preside, in whom is vested the power of baptizing 
and imposition of hands, and ordination^ It is 
hence manifest that the elders or presbyters, who 
had a right to baptize, were not yet divested of the 
potoer of ordination* 

It was not fin the fourth century, my brethren; 
that the bishops appear to have attained those exclu*. 
sive powers, which are claimed for them as essential 
parts of the Divine institution of Episcopacy. In 
this century, they made great progress towards 
the completion of their hierarchy. " Their first 
step was an entire exclusion of the people from all 
part in the administration of ecclesiastical affairs; 
and afterwards, they by degrees divested even the 
presbyters of their ancient privileges and their pritnu 
tipe authority, that they might have no import^ 



*Euseb. Eccles. EisU Lib. 6. C. 49. 
fCyp. Epist. 15. 
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oate protester* to control their ambition, *r oppose 
their proceedings; and principally, that they might 
either engross to themselves, er distribute as they 
thought proper, the possessions and revenues of the 
church. Hence it came to pass, that at the conclu- 
sion of this century, there remained no more tban a 
mere shadow of the ancient government of the 
church. Many 6t the privileges, which had for- 
merly belonged to the presbyters and people, were 
usurped by the bishops; and many of the rights, 
which had been formerly Tested in the universal 
church, were transferred to the emperors, and to 
subordinate officers and magistrates."* 

In this century, however, the primitive govern- 
ment of the church was not universally misunder- 
stood. Jerome, one of the most learned doctors of 
Che age, proved by a clear* and. elaborate discussion 
of the subject, that bishops are net by divine light 
superior to presbyters. He shows that originally 
" the churches were governed by the common coutir 
cil of presbyters." He makes- his -conclusion in this 
express language: " As, therefore, the presbyters 
know, that by the custom of the church they are sub- 
ject to him who is their president; so let bishops 
know, that they are above presbyters more by the 
Custom of the church than by the true dispensation of 
Christ"! And according to his account, the his- 
torical fact is, that eventually one of the presbyters 
was set over the rest as a matter of expediency to 
prevent divisions, or " that the seeds of schism 

*MoshewCs Ecde s. Hist* Cert. 4, PL I, Ck. 2, Sod. 2. 
f Comment. *n Titus* 
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Blight Ibe taken away;* and that " by Uttk and little, 
that all the seeds of dissension might he plucked up, 
the whole care was devolved on one"* 

In consequence of the controversies among the 
episcopal order, and the practice of holding provin- 
cial councils, the bishop in the metropolis acquired 
* certain ascendancy. His preeminence and au- 
thority were established in this century, and he was 
called a metropolitan. " It is remarkable, that the 
very smne powers, which the bishops had claimed 
and acquired over the presbyters, were now first claim- 
ed and acquired by the metropolitans over the bishops 
ftnd soon after by the patriarchs over the metropoli- 
tans." The patriarchs were the bishops of Rome, 
Alexandria, Antioch, and Constantinople. Some 
of these perpetually struggled for superioriijV 
till the supremacy of the Roman pontiff was event- 
ually acknowledged, and he was clothed with infal- 
libility as the: successor of St. Peter end the vicar 
of Jesus Christ. The mystery of iniquity contin- 
ued to work from the Apostles' days, till that man of 
sin was revealed, the son of perdition; rvho opposeih 
and exalteth himself above all that is called God, or 
that is worshipped; so that he (W God sitteth in the 
temple of God, shewing himself that he is GoD.f 

If the occasion had required it, my brethren, we 
might have pursued, to a much greater extent, our 
inquiries into the testimony and authority of the 

*If our limits would permit, the representation of 
Jerome might be confirmed from the Commentaries of 
his cotemporary, the celebrated Hilary. 
f2 fhess. ii. 3, 4 9 7. 
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Father*. W* might hate noticed several ot&er spu- 
rious or corrupt writings besides the epistles of Iff- 
natius. But it was unnecessary. They have beem 
generally given up by the modern advocates of pre- 
lacy. In this tbey have discovered more good sense 
than some of their predecessors. Some of the 
champions in this cause, formerly, have not hesi- 
tated to produce certain pretended 4posteMc consti- 
tutions and canons to prove the Divine institution 
of Episcopacy. But it is now universally admitted, 
that these spurious productions were composed long 
after the Apostolic age. They were apparently 
fabricated with the design of inducing a belief, that 
this was an original institution of Christianity. . But 
it has been for a long time acknowledged by the 
most zealous advocates of prelacy, that they were 
liot in existence till two or three hundred years af- 
ter the Apostles' days. And several of the most 
eminent critics have maintained, that they wert 
not introduced till a much later period. 

But the manner, in which some of the most dis. 
iinguished and popular advocates of prelacy manage 
this argument, deserves more particular attention. 
They begin in the fourth or fifth century, and labor 
to carry back the system of prelacy through the 
preceding ages. For this purpose, they endeavor 
to press into their service every ambiguous expres- 
sion of the Fathers. In this process, they almost 
invariably extend their conclusion, at every step, 
far beyond their premises. When they find, for 
instance, Cyprian, in the third century, claiming 
or exercising some degree of superiority to fresbtfe 
m» they immediately ascribe tf kimttt the pr^ 
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answer in the words of an eminent prelate of the 
cthurch of England. He could find no evidence 
that Episcopacy, though he considered it expedient, 
was more than a human institution. After review- 
ing some of the most plausible arguments in favor 
of its Divine origin, he concludes: " I hope my 
reader will now see what weak proofs are brought 
for this distinction and superiority of order. No 
scripture; no primitive general Council; no gen? 
eral consent of primitive Doctors and Fathers; no* 
not one primitive Father of note, speaking particu- 
larly and home to their purpose."* 

*B%9hqp Croft's Naked Truth, gage 47,. 
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IsaiaB viii. 20. 
tf To the law and to the testimony: if they speak n# 
according to this wordy it is bemuse there is no light 
m them." 

WHEN any people assume the exclusive character 
of the visible church of Christ, and cAll in ques* 
* tion the ministry, the ordinances, and the service^ 
which others have believed to be scriptural, they 
must expect that the foundation of their claims will 
be examined. They challenge investigation, and 
have no reason to complain when it is instituted* 
They cannot surely imagine, that men of reflection 
will admit their pretensions without inquiry. Nor 
ean it be denied that those, who have any tolerable 
acquaintance with human character, will be liable 
to suspect their claims* These will appear too ele* 
vated to be well founded. And from this circunv 
stance, a doubt may unavoidably arise in a well in* 
formed mind, whether they are the people, and wis* 
dam shall die with them* But every prepo&essioa 
of this kind must if possible be laid aside,, and the 
decision must be made solely by the infallible stand- 
ard of truth. We must appeal " to the law and to 
the testimeny: if they speak not according t* ' 
this word, it is because there is no light in them.** 

By this rule then, my brethren,, let as proceed,. 

2. To inquire into some other parts of the fipi*» 
tfgal sjrsteou 

*M xii. ** 

Digitized by CjOOQLC 



its 

Wgatives assumed by' biphops in (he succeeding ce$- 
-taries. Or, if they find him .sometimes attempting 
to defend his claim by some equivocal appeal to 
Apostolic authority, they do not hesitate to infer, 
tiiat diocesan Episcopacy is of Divine institution. 
Jfrut who does not perceive the fallacy of this kind 
trif reasoning? How does it appear, because Cyprian 
bad srnne superiority to the presbyters, that he 
possessed ail the prerogatives afterwards arrogaUfi 
by the bishops? Or, how does it follow, because 
Cyprian may sometimes pretend to appeal to the 
authority of the Apostles, that even his superiority- 
Was i* fact derived from their institution? Who 
made his pretensions the infallible criterion of truth? 
Do we not know thai prelacy, from this incipient 
•tate to its highest maturity in the hierarchy qf 
Some, has been equally defended by some kind of 
pretensions to Apostolic authority? And what coulfl 
ftave been more natural than the adoption of this 
course, as soon as it could be done with the least 
appearance of plausibility, when the patrons of pre- 
lacy were conscious that it ought to bave had this 
foundation to give it any validity? 

When they have made their way into the second 
Century, they bring forward the pretended epistles 
ef Ignatius. The genuineness awl authenticity of 
these production? they pledge themselves to main* 
fain,. a*r much as if the fate of Episcopacy depend- 
ed upon the result. And thougli these epistles may 
be shown to be incompatible with die sentiments 
of the age, and inconsistent with the character ami 
lishotrorable to the reputation of that piimitta* 
Uartjrt, yet ttey wifcnet olio* tteit *$******* 
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or corruption. But because they find in these let- 
ters the bishop nominally distinguished from the 
presbyters, and his approbation made requisite to 
baptism and the communion, they instantly infer 
that he possessed all the prerogatives of a diocesan* 
Nor does their confidence appear to be in any de- 
gree diminished, because their conclusion is in 
manifest contradiction to a variety of circumstan- 
ces mentioned in the very same epistles* 

In this manner, the advocates of prelacy labor to 
persuade us, that Episcopacy was introduced by the 
Apostles, and founded in Divine institution. But 
if this was the fact, why do they not produce the 
charter of this institution, and settle the question 
forever? Why do they not begin, at the foundation 
of their temple? Why do they lay. the first stones 
of their edifice at the top, and attempt to build down> 
wards? Are they not aware that this ia a hazard- 
ous employment? , Do they not reflect that the 
massy roof and columns,, suspended in the air, may 
possibly foil upon the heads of the workmen? 

What then> shall we think, my brethren, of the 
declaration of Episcopalians in the public standard 
of their faith, that *.it is evident unto all men, dili- 
gently reading holy scripture and ancient authors, 
that from the Apostles 9 time there have been these 
orders of ministers, in Christ's Church, Bishops, 
Priests, and Deacons?? What shall we say to the 
claim, that Bishops possess, by Apostolic institution 
and Divine right, " the sole power of confir- 
mation, the sole power of ordination, and th* 
4pi$tee pmcf of the keys?" feiaW »* **- 
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i. The first thing, which presents itself in thk 
place fot oar examination, is the power claimed bj 
the church, and the persons in whom it is Tested. 
It id expressly stated in the twentieth article or re- 
ligion* that u the church hath power to decree rites 
or ceremonies, and authority in controversies of faith." 
What is the meaning of this article? The church 
has authority to determine what the members shall 
believe, and to prescribe to them what rites or cer- 
emonies in religious worship they shall observe. 
For, if the church has authority in controversies of 
faith, it is the duty of all to submit to her decision, 
and believe what she determines. Authority and 
subjection are correlative terms; the one cannot ex- 
ist without the other. It would be absurd to say, 
that the church Mas authority to decide and enjoin y 
and the members remain at liberty to comply or re* 
fuse. By refusing to comply, the individual sets 
the authority of the church at defiance. Every true 
son of the church must, therefore, resign his own 
private judgment to her decision and prescription, 
in all the articles of his faith, and dutifully and rev- 
erently observe all the rites and ceremonies which 
she shall be pleased to impose* 

But it cannot be pretended, that the church pos- 
sesses any authority, which is not derived from the 
Supreme Head. If this article be correct, such is 
the power and authority vested in the church by the 
Lord himself. He actually requires every member 
to believe what the church prescribes, and observe 
what she enjoins. Disobedience to her deeisiea, 

*Book of Common Pfayer. 
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and requirement is in fact rebellion against the King 
©f Zion, who has granted this power to the church. 
However conscientious any one may be in declining 
compliance, this makes no difference. He is guilty 
of disobedience to that authority, which has been 
ordained by Christ himself to prescribe to him hit 
faith and worship. He cannot, therefore, reasona- 
bly expect any thing lets than that Jury indignation 
which shall devour the adversaries. His only safety 
consists in an implicit submissien to the dictates of 
the church. For, in the exercise of her acknowl- 
edged and rightful authority, whatsoever she shall 
hind on earth shall he bound in heaven, and whatso- 
ever she shall loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven* 

Nor is the severity of the case in reality allevi- 
ated by the qualifying clause in the article: " Yet 
ft is not lawful for the church to ordain any thing 
that is contrary to God's word written; neither may 
it so expound one place of scripture, that it be re- 
pugnant to another.'* For, " of this repugnance and 
contrariety, the church alone," as it has been well 
observed, ** and not every private person,, is allowed 
to be the proper judge." Christ has not vested io 
the church power to decide or decree according to her 
discretion, and at the same time a right in every 
private christian to reject her decision or decree 
according to his opinion. This i« absurd. For if 
the individual retains a right to judge for himself, 
and to reject the decision of the church, if it ap- 
pear to him repugnant to seripture, then the au- 
thority of the church is annihilated. " It is an au- 
thority to decree, where none are bound to submit, 
that is, an authority over nobody and authority io do 



nothing." Bat surely sach an insignificant "elahtt* 
can never be the design and import of this article* 
It does, therefore, claim for the church some real 
authority to settle points of faith; and consequently, 
to points (fans settled, private christians, its mem-* 
bers, are reverently to submit, even though to their 
own judgments they appear repugnant to the word 
of Won." 

Nor is the difficulty in any measure relieved by 
saying, that almost all the reformed churches have 
believed it to be necessary, that their members 
should at least agree in the essential articles of the 
christian faith. For, if this can be proved beth by 
scripture and reason, it does not remove the ofy'et- 
tion to this article. For this agreement is not in* 
compatible with private judgment It is founded, 
and can be founded, upon nothing but the free and 
voluntary consent of every individual, who partici- 
pates in their communion. It obliges no man to 
receive articles of faith, or ceremonies in religion, 
to which he does not give his consent. Be ac- 
knowledges no authority in any man, or body of 
men, to determine what articles he shall believe, or 
What ceremonies he shall observe. But the man, 
Who subscribes this article, binds himself to receive 
any doctrine or ceremony, which the church judges 
not to be repugnant to scripture. He resigns his 
own judgment and conscience into the hands of the 
church, and acknowledges his obligation to believe 
What the church shall prescribe, and .observe what 
she shall enjoin. The church is not obliged to con- 
fine herself to the articles or ceremonies, which she 
has decreed to-day. The church is by this article 
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constituted the sole judge of scripture, decency and 
order. She may alter, or amend, or add to morrow, 
as her discretion shall dictate. Nor, has any one, 
who acknowledges this power to be rested in the 
church, the least possible reason to complain or 
•bject. 

But, in whom is this power natty Tested? The 
article proceeds as smoothly as possible, by inform- 
ing us that " the church" has the power. But, who 
has power to govern the church? In England, 
the king and parliament hare this power. But in 
the United States since the revolution , the Epfrco* 
pal church do not profess to acknowledge the king 
of England as their head. In whom then is this 
power rested by their present system? It is Tested 
supremely in "the bishop" or " the house of bish- 
ops." By their established formularies all the infe- 
rior orders are expressly required to" acknowledge 
the supremacy of the bishop, and promise obedience 
to him. The advocate of prelacy explicitly main- 
tains, that no "spiritual act can be performed without 
authority from the bishop." u No one can be ad- 
mitted into the church, nor excommunicated,^ nor 
absolved, nor restored to communion, if the bishop 
refuse to concur. Nor can any ecclesiastical law 
be made, nor rescinded, nor dispensed with, with- 
out his consent." The same distinction and superi- 
ority of bishops is studiously preserved in the " Con- 
stitution," by which " the Episcopal church in the 
United States" ie incorporated into one great body 
politic. The bishops " form a separate house, with 
aright to originate and propose acts, for the concttf 
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rcnce of the house of deputies."* And though n# 
act would be proposed by the bishops, which bad 
not received their approbation, yet to preserve their 
authority entire, it must be returned to them for 
their final ratification or rejection. " And when 
any proposed act shall hare passed the house of dep- 
uties, the same shall be transmitted to the house of 
ktshops, who shall have a negative thereupon." The 
Iiouse of bishops, therefore, with the concurrence of 
the house of deputies, possess the legislative power 
of the Episcopal church. Thus, the bishops enjoy 
the supreme power in the " General Convention" aa 
-Well as in their respective dioceses. And it is ex- 
pressly provided by the Constitution,! that " a book 
of common prayer, administration of the sacra- 
ments, and other rites and ceremonies of the 
Church, articles of religion, and a form and manner 
iof making, ordaining and consecrating Bishops, 
Priests and Deacons, when established by this or a 
future General Convention, shall be usod in the 

*The formation of this lower house may be under- 
stood by this article. " The church in each State 
shall be entitled to a representation of both the clergy 
and the laity; which shall consist of one or more dep- 
uties, not exceeding four of each order, chosen by the 
Convention of the State; and, in all questions, when 
required by the clerical and lay representatmn from 
any State, each order shall have one vote; and tlie ma* 
jority of suffrages by States shall be conclusive in each 
order, provided such majority comprehend a majority 
qf the States represented in that order: tfie concurrence 
of both orders shall be necessary to constitute a vote 
if the Convention" {Art. 8. 

a 

Digitized bydOOQLC 



18* 

Protestant Episcopal Church in those States wtiidk 
shall have adopted this Constitution." The Con- 
Yention have accordingly proceeded to " establish" 
what they have thought proper upon these subjects 
as the law of the church, " and require, that it be 
received as such by all the members of the same."* 

By the Episcopal system, it is obvious, that all 
the articles of faith, all the forms of prayer, all the 
Ceremonies of divine service, and all the canons of 
the church, must originate from the bishops^ and be 
ratified by them as the proper source of their author- 
ity: from them must proceed all commissions to the 
officers of the church; and from them every member 
must derive the power to perform any spiritual act* 
The whole body of inferior clergy and laity, how- 
ever dissatisfied, cannot amend one article of faith, 
or ecclesiastical canon, nor alter one form of prayer 
or ceremony in the church, without the good pleas- 
ure of the bishops. In this manner are all the pre* 
rogatives of the church swept away to the bishops. 
They are constituted the supreme legislator* and 
spiritual fathers of the church, " the fountain of 
honor and power." 

But upon the principle assumed by the Episcopal 
church, how is it possible to vindicate the glorious 
Reformation from the allegation of wanton rebell- 
ion against rightful authority? Neither the church 
of England, nor her descendant the Episcopal church 

*This appears from the ratification of the book of 
common prayer ■, the articles of religion and form of 
ordination established, and from the canons of the 
church 
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iii this country, can pretend to any exclusive char- 
ter from heaven to preBcribe the rites and forms of 
divine service, or to determine controversies of 
faith. They cannot, with any appearance of rea- 
son, deny the same authority to the church of Rome. 
And if this extraordinary power may be vested in 
the American bishop supremely, who does not pro- 
fees to be any thing more than a fallible man, with 
what superior consistency and propriety may it be 
veated in the bishop of Rome, who claims to be an 
infallible judge cf all controversies of faith? When, 
therefore, the church of Rome, to whom all the 
Reformers owed obedience as professed members, 
had, by her Supreme Bishop, or her spiritual Fathers 
in the Council of Trent, decided the controversy 
against then, she had a perfect right to demand 
their submission. Luther, Melanethon, ZuingHus, 
Cranmer, and the whole host of illustrious Reform* 
era ought immediately to have obeyed the decision 
St* dutiful sons of the church. The church exer- 
cised no other than her unquestionable authority* 
They had, therefore, no right to murmur or hesi- 
tate. And the Protestants, for their contumacy, 
have all been justly denounced by the Papists ag 
" pestilent schismatics." Nor can any of thoee, who 
maintain this principle, pretend to justify their sep- 
aration with any appearance of consistency; but 
they are under obligation to return without delay to 
the bosom of their holy mother, the Catholic church. 

But, how is it possible to reconcile this authority 
to the express language of our Lord? " But be not 
ye called Rabbi: for one is your Master, even 
Christ; and all ye are brethren. And call no man 
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your father upon the earth: for one is your Father 
which is in heaven."* Here, the disciples of Christ 
are forbidden to claim or exercise any dominion over 
the faith or service of their fellow christians, or to 
submit to any human authority over their own. They 
are required to acknowledge no other than the au- 
thority of their Master and Father in heaven. 
" Ye know that the princes of the Gentiles exer- 
cise dominion over them, and they that are great 
exercise authority upon them. But it shall not be so 
among you."t But the Episcopal church interposes,, 
and declares: It shall be so among us. Our " right 
reverend Fathers in God" have a just title to au- 
thority and dominion. The bishops are certainly 
invested with the supreme power of the keys. It if 
their prerogative, therefore, at least with the con- 
currence of some feiv clerical and lay members, to 
determine what the whole church shall believe, and 
how we shall worship God. And every man's con- 
science is bound by the prescription; for it is the 
bishop, who has the authority to bind and to'loose.— 
In this manner are the bishops constituted " lords 
over God's heritage; not over their bodies but their 
souls; not over their property but their consciences. 
And though this authority is incompatible with the 
express instructions of Christ and his Apostles, yet 
every good Episcopalian would fain hope and be- 
Jiere, that it is in some way derived from thena, 
through the medium of the Fathers* 

But " it is a most dangereus and important power,, 
not fit to be trusted, and therefore we may be assat* 

*Matt. xxui, $, 0. \pialt. xx. 25, 28. 
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ed never was trusted, with any fallible uninspired 
men. Jesus Christ surety, the Supreme Bishop 
and only Head of his Church, well knew what" 
doctrines and " institutions were most for its edifica- 
tion; and what ceremonies and rites would best pro- 
mote the order and deceney of its worship." Nor 
tan there be any doubt that, so far as the latter 
were designed to be fixed by any authority, Christ 
has, " either by himself or his inspired Apostles, 
left a perfect plan of both. For any weak and un. 
inspired men, therefore, to rise up in after ages, 7 * 
and assume to themselves authority to determine 
what doctrines and institutions the church shall re- 
ceive, or to " improve the scheme of worship which 
Christ has left" by imposing upon others " some 
ceremonies of their own, is to be sure a rude inva- 
sion of CHarsT's throne, which every sober chris- 
tian ought highly to detest." 9 

The multiplication of fasts and festivals is of th> 
same validity, and rests upon the same authority 
with that of rites and ceremonies. They consti* 
tute together a mass of imposition* which every Be* 
rious christian ought firmly to oppose. They are 
directly calculated to corrupt the simplicity and the 
purity o? the gospel. This was designed to super* 
flede entirely the pompous ceremonial of the ancient 
dispensation*. But all those, who have labored for 
00 many ages to add- to the beauty, or splendor, or 
perfection of christian worship, have discovered an 
invariable propensity to return " to the weak and 
beggarly elements" of the preliminary economy, or 
toiaritote the customs of pagan superstition. They 
ft* 
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bare rested their pretended improvements upon th# 
impressions to be made upon the senses and imag- 
inations of men. By the variety, or the parade,, or 
the pomp of public worship, they have endeavored 
to seize the strong passions of the human heart} to 
gratify the vanity of the ostentatious, and to over- 
awe or to fascinate the minds of the multitude. 
The attention of men has been drawn from the 
great principles of the doctrine of Christ to rites, 
and ceremonies, and fasts, and festivals, of human 
invention. By these professed christians have been 
engaged in a routine of exterior duties, and exposed 
to lose the genuine spirit of their holy religion. Ai 
these foreign services naturally, and indeed una- 
voidably, occupied so great a portion of their time 
and attention, they excluded from their considera* 
tion the spiritual and essential parts of devotion* 
Thus it came to pass, that their fear toward Goo 
was tauglit by the 'precept of men. An Apostle might 
kave addressed them; " Ye observe days, and 
months, and times, and years. I am afraid of you* 
lest I have bestowed upon you labor in vain." And 
they became tiabie to the severe reproof of out 
Lord: " But hi vain they do worship me, teacMog 
for doctrines the commandments of men." The N 
danger is imminent, however imperceptible. The 
unthinking part ol mankind at least cannot con*, 
eeive, that a service, which requires so much labor* 
and extends over so much space in their religion, 
is at best entirely useless, and in fact no part of that 
religion which they profess. The delusion is fos- 
tered by the natural propensity of men to substitute 
the form for the temper of devotion, and to satisfjr 
tfcgrceive* witii external o»t errances for tkfi aeg- . 
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l*et of moral duties. Hence, ritual services easily 
take the place of rational piety and substantial vir- 
tue. The fascinating dress of Christianity jconceals 
ber celestial form; and mankind losing sight of her 
ineffable beauty, pay their adorations to her rob* 
and her mask. 

We proceed to make some remarks, 

2. Upon the liturgy, or established forms % 
prayer. 

We would by no means undertake to assert, that 
forms of prayer are in all cases unnecessary. They 
may possibly be useful to some christians generally, 
and may afford occasional assistance to others* 
But it is not our present business to consider them 
in this view* They are prescribed by the supreme 
authority of the Episcopal church for the publia 
worship of Gop. " Every minister shall, before alt 
sermons and lectures, and on all other occasions of 
public worship, use the Book of Common Prayer, 
as the same is or may be established by the au- 
thority of the General Convention of this Church, 
And in performing ^aid service, no other prayer 
shall be used than those prescribed by the saut 
book."* 

Now, for what purpose are they prescribed in aft 
eases of public worship It has been said by * 
Learned and celebrated writer in the church of Engi. 
land, that a liturgy " prevent* absurd, extravagant 
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or impious addresses to God." But it ought sorely 
to be a sutyect of regret, (bat the Episcopal church 
should be under a necessity of insisting upon this 
argument. It implies a want either cf ability or 
rational devotion in her clergy, which we would not 
willingly impute to them. K the church makes due 
provision for the education of her ministers and 
takes due care in selecting them, this reason must 
be absurd. It cannot be pretended, that they will*, 
fiot generally be able to offer appropriate and de- 
vout prayers* And the necessity of using a liturgy 
in all cases, can be maintained, only upon the sup- 
position of a prevalent and insuperable deficiency 
in the ministry, for the performance of this part of 
public devotion* It can not be pretended, that es» 
tahlished forms of prayer will be properly adapted 
to all that variety of circumstances, arising from 
rimes, places and persons, which it becomes us to- 
aotice in our supplications to God. Nor can it be 
denied; that it deprives the whole clergy of oppor- 
tunity and encouragement to improve their personal 
ability to fulfil this service. At the same time, the' 
church loses the benefit of all that variety to pre* 
serve a spirit of devotion and cultivate piety, which 
diversity of talent in her ministers would naturally 
introduce* 

But it has been supposed, that peculiar advan- 
tage would be derived front the circumstance, thai 
every petition may be previously known by thr* 
whole congregation*. Whatever this may be, 
It must however, be much more than counter* 
balanced by the formality, which is almost insep- 
ea&le fcoia the use oi settled forms. The minister 
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will be peculiarly liable to fall into the practical 
error, that this service is no other than & prescribed 
task. And as he is allowed to use neither bis own 
thoughts nor his own language, what advantage 
does he enjoy to excite a devotional temper, or how 
will it be possible for him to preserve it in the per- 
formance of the service/ Nor will it be easy, after 
the grace *f novelty is worn away, to prevent thq 
repetition of the same forms from producing weari- 
ness or inattention in the congregation. And how 
will it be possible either for the minister or the peo- 
ple in many cases, to offer up the desires of their, 
own hearts/ But without this, there can be no sin* 
cerity in the service, and it degenerates into an »> 
bomination in the sight of God. 

But it is not our design to enter particularly into 
the expediency of a liturgy. Our principal objectioa 
is to the imposition of these forms. But it has been 
said, that 'the Lord's prayer is a precedent, as. 
well as a pattern for forms of prayer." — A precedent 
—for what? for the church or its governors to pre* 
scribe and require the use of fixed forms? We pre- 
sume not. If our Lord prescribed this as a Jixed 
form for his Church, then christians must be confin* 
ed to this form; for he prescribed no other. Neither 
has he given authority to the church or its gover- 
nors to prescribe any other. It will not follow, be- 
cause our Lord prescribed a form of prayer, that 
the bishop or the Convention have a right likewise to 
prescribe forms. This cannot be pretended, unless 
they have the same authority as our Lord. For, 
bis prescription is manifestly no precedent for thosc^ 
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, who have not the same authority. A servant may 
as well pretend to be the master of the house 

But, on the other hand, if Christ did not pre* 
scribe this prayer as a fixed form for his Church, 
then it is obviously no precedent for the prescription 
Of such forms. In whatever light, therefore, it bt 
Contemplated, it affords no shadow of authority to 
any man, or body of men, to impose and require 
the use of forms of prayer. 

IT our Loan had considered it necessary or expe- 
dient for his Church to use forms of prayer in all 
their public devotion, he would undoubtedly have 
given a Liturgy, either by himself or his inspired 
Apostles. But this we know he has not done. For 
if so, it must necessarily have constituted a part of 
the canon of scripture, and have been transmitted 
to us in this form. But if our Lord did not think 
a liturgy necessary or expedient, — what right have 
fallible and uninspired men to impose one upon us, 
and deprive us of " the liberty wherewith Christ 
hath made us free." 

Though the Apostle directs, that prayers should 
be made for ail classes of men, yet he prescribes no 
forms* Nor can it be pretended, that the primitive 
Church had any liturgy. Justin Martyr, in giving 
ft particular account of the order of public worship 
hi his day, expressly declares that " the president 
*f the brethren gave thanks according to his ability" 
cot by any prescribed form. Liturgies were the 
Work of subsequent ages, and were introduced with 
other corruption* of Christianity. 
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But it may be proper briefly to notice, 

3. The form of ordination. 

The bishop is authorised to consecrate priests bjr 
-this prescribed form:* "Receive the Holt Ghost for 
the office and work of a priest in the church of God, 
pow committed unto thee by the imposition of our 
band*; whose sins thou dost forgive , they are forgw* 
en; and whose sins thou dost retain> they are retained: 
.And be thou a faithful dispenser of the word of God, 
And of his holj sacraments: In the name of the Fa- 
thpr, and of the Son, and of the Holt Ghost. 

Now, we shouU be glad to learn, by what author- 
ity the bishop undertakes to communicate Hie Holt 
CrHosr to ajmest, and to empower him to forgive 
Juki retain sins. In this solemn consecration, ft 
.fcppears, that the bishop is to assume to himself 
without hesitation the place and authority of our 
XiORD. When Christ had breathed on his Apos- 
tles, he said, " Receive ye the Holt Ghost. Whose 
soever sins ye remit, they are remitted unto them; and 
whose soever sins ye retain, they are retained.*^ When 
Ahe bishop has laid his hands upon the priest, he 
says, " Receive tfve Holt Ghost . . .whose sins thou 
dost forgive, they are forgiven: and whose sins thou 
ifo»t retain, they are retained^ But bow does it ap- 
jpear, because Christ had power to impart the Ho- 
lt Ghost to his Apostles, and qualify them by in- 
fallible inspiration to forgire and retain sins, that 

*Book of Common Prayer, f John xx. 22, 29. 
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the bteh4>p has power to impart tbe Holt Ghost to 
the priest, and qualify him in the same manner for 
the same extraordinary office? 1 1 cannot be pretend- 
ed, in any consistency with the language, xthat the 
bishop only presumes to do this in an inferior and 
qualified sense. Any interpretation of this kind is 
absurd. Sins are not forgiven, if God does not for- 
give them; and if God forgives them, man cannot 
retain them. But it is impossible for any man to 
know, whose sins God forgives or retains, if he is 
not pleased to reveal it to him by the inspiration of 
his Spirit. With this power, therefore, this mirac- 
ulous gift of the Holt Ghost must of necessity be 
imparted. For, without it the priest cannot pro- 
nounce the forgiveness of any man's sins. If then 
the language employed is not totally destitute of 
meaning, the bishop actually pretends to communi- 
cate to the priest the same extraordinary power and 
the same miraculous gift of inspiration, which 
Christ communicated to his Apostles. The weak 
and fallible American bishop assumes to himself the 
high prerogative of the Supreme Head of the 
Church. He fancies himself seated upon the throne 
of the King of Zion, and invested with the same 
authority, and undertakes to dispense to his depu- 
ties the supernatural gift of the Holy Ghost, and 
the power to forgive and retain sins! 

But it may possibly be said, that no such thing 
is intended. The language employed is merely 
formal and ceremonious. The bishop means noth- 
ing more than to make the man a priest, and to au- 
thorise him to preach, and to administer baptism and 
the communion. We ask then, for the honor of 
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tfteo and his word, why the official language of the 
Lord of glory is thus assumed and perverted! We 
ask, how the bishop can have the temerity and pre- 
sumption to take this style of the King of kings, and 
£ive it to himself and the priest this unmeaning ap- 
plication! And we put it seriously to the con- 
science of any pious and sensible man, whether he 
could possibly consent to kneel at the altar before 
the bishop in the presence of his God, and receive 
•holy orders by a form so assuming and so impious! 

But we proceed to offer a few remarks, 
4. Upon baptism. 

By the covenant, which God has been pleased 
to make with his people, they are required, by the 
due application of its seal, to dedicate their children 
to him, and take upon themselves the solemn obli- 
gation to " bring them up in the nurture and admo- 
nition of the Lord." But no one, who does not 
dedicate himself, can possibly dedicate his children 
to God. The thing is absurd. For, he has, by the 
supposition, no genuine faith in the Lord, and no 
sincere confidence in his gracious covenant. But 
without this faith, the pretended dedication is an 
insignificant ceremony, and is of no benefit to the 
parent or the child. 

Neither have of hers any right to perform that pe- 
culiar duty, which is required of the parents them- 
selves. The covenant is made with faithful par- 
ents in relation to their seed. Upon them, of course, 
the obligation rests to dedicate their children to the 
R 
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Lord, and perform all those duties, which the cov- 
enant requires of them. Nor can it possibly be trans- 
ferred, except in those cases in which others, to the 
exclusion of the parents, have the special charge 
and superintendence of the child's religious educa- 
tion. No instance to the Contrary can be produced 
from scripture. By " the law and the testimony" 
no one has a right, in any other case, to dedicate 
any bne to God nnder the seal of his covenant* 
And this is in perfect conformity to reason and' pro- 
priety. The Creator has placed the child under the 
special care and authority of the parent, and thus 
made him responsible for his education. The pa- 
rent is the natural guardian of the child, and must 
of necessity be under obligation to fulfil all the du- 
ties of that important relation. 

We demand then, by what authority the parents 
are allowed to neglect their indispensable duty, and 
sponsors substituted in their place. By the supreme 
authority of the Episcopal church it is provided, 
that " there shall be for every male child to be bap- 
tized, when they can be had, two godfathers and 
one godmother; and for every female, one godfather 
and two godmothers."* They do not indeed pro- 
ceed to the extreme absurdity of the church of Eng- 
land, and ordain " that no parent shall be admitted 
to answer as godfather for his own child." But 
they do not require either of the parents to perform 
this office in any case, and only allow that " parents 
shall be admitted as sponsors, if it be desired." By 
this it is evident, that they authorize a complete sub* 

*Book of Common Prayer t Baptism. 
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sUtnlion of sponsors in the place of parents. But 
why do they transgress the commandment of God by 
their tradition? 

But what do these sponsors promise? They prom- 
ise that the child shall " renounce the devil and all 
his works, the pomps and vanity of this wicked 
World, and all the sinful lusts of the flesh;'* that he 
shall " believe all the articles of the Christian faith;" 
and that he shall "keep God's holy will and com- 
mandments, and walk in the same all the days of 
his life."* These are the solemn vows, which the 
sponsors in the name of the child take upon them-* 
selves in the presence of God. They cannot be 
excused then, if they do not perform all that is pos- 
. sible for the salvation of this child. They cannot 
be excused, if they intermit in any act of vigilance, 
care, authority, instruction, or intercession, which 
has a tendency to promote this object. How 
then can the sponsors consent, with these solemn 
vows upon them, to deliver up this child, the very 
next hour, into the hands of the parents, who have 
promised nothing, and will perhaps do nothing? 
And how can the church require them to make these 
vows to God, and at the same time, allow them to 
put the performance in any intelligible sense out of . 
their power? How can the sponsors be tolerated in 
any intermission or neglect of duty, when they have 
entered into this covenant with the great Searcher 
of hearts? Have all parties forgotten the admonition 
of the inspired preacher? " When thou vowest a 
vow unto God, defer not to pay it; for he hath 

*Book of Common Prayer, Catechism. 
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bo pleasure in foole: pay that which thou Bast 
wired."* 

Bat this is the explication of the wonderful mys- 
tery of gotffathers and godmothers. The sponsors 
are required to promise, but allowed not to perform; 
the parents are required neither to promise nor per- 
form. But after this solemn transaction before God 
and the church, all parties are left in the same state, 
in which they were prior to its commencement. 
The parents promise nothing, and the sureties se- 
cure nothing. And thus by the decent substitution 
of godfathers and godmothers, the parents are hand- 
somely excused from their indispensable obligation 
to dedicate their children to God, and to " bring 
them up in the nurture and admonition of the Lord.'* 
And this appears to be the only possible advantage 
to be gained by the transaction. By the use of 
sponsors, the parents may be freed from making 
those tows, which they ought, but which they do 
not wish to make or fulfil. But how can a church 
in this way hope to avoid the application of the se- 
vere reproof of our Saviour? " Thus have ye made 
the commandment of God of none effect by your 
tradition." 

But all thip, it may be pretended, is more than 
compensated by the special benefit conferred upon 
the child. When the priest has baptized him and 
sealed him witb the sign of the cross, he solemnly 
and officially pronounces " that this child is regener- 
ate." And to assure all, that this is not regenen* 

*Ecele6. r. A. f MatL xv* 9. 
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tien by wafer, the mere figure of the regeneration 
of the heart, he devoutly enters upon this thanks- 
giving to itod: " We yield thee hearty thanks, most 
merciful Father, that it hath pleased thee to regen* 
e rate this infant with thy Holt Spirit, to receive 
him for thine own child by adoption, and to incorpo- 
rate him into thy holy church." This, it may be 
safe I j affirmed, is the highest regeneration mention* 
ed in the sacred writings; and, therefore, whatever 
may be said concerning the obligation of parents ot 
sponsors, the one thing needful is secured. Neither 
sponsors nor parents have any occasion for solici- 
tude, for the salvation of the child is made sure* 
And this may perhaps be assigned as a good reason, 
why the sponsors may be permitted to neglect theix 
vows, and the parents not required to make any. 

But we may he allowed to ask, what authority 
the priest has to pronounce- the child regenerate? 
Far this he must unquestionably have good author- 
ity, for he would not surely presume to address his 
" most merciful Father," and mock him with a 
solemn thanksgiving for a blessing which he had not 
bestowed. But there is but one conceivable way, 
in which the priest can know this in every instance* 
The bishop must be understood to communicate the 
extraordinary gift of the Holy Ghost to the priest 
at his ordination, and to invest him with power to 
forgive sins* The priest, in possession of this mi* 
raculous gift and supernatural power, must not only 
proceed, like an inspired and infallible Apostle, to 
declare whose sins are forgiven, but must presume to 
do, what it does not appear that one of the Apostles 
ever attempted, to communicate the grace of regener* 
R 2 
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ation by the Holt Spirit in baptism. In this wajry 
and in this only, all these things may be done de- 
cently and in order. 

The same opinion concerning the efficacy of bap- 
tism appears to have been a pillar in the Koman 
Catholic church. By persuading people, that their 
priests and bishops, and theirs only, could impart 
regeneration and remission of sins by baptism, they 
might easily allure or frighten many into their com- 
munion. And by the use of sponsors they had a 
convenient way, at the same time, of baptizing all 
into their faith, whom they could obtain by force 
or fraud* 

Intimately connected with this subject, 

5. Is the rite of confirmation. 

It is ordained by the supreme authority of tho 
Episcopal church, that " so soon as children ar« 
come to a competent age, and can say, the creed, 
the Lord's prayer and the ten commandments, and 
can answer to the other questions of this short cate- 
chirm* they shall be brought to the bishop" foe 
confirmation* And when they have ratified the 
promises made for them at their baptism, the bishop 
proceeds to declare in a solemn address to Almighty 
God, thou 4f hast vouchsafed to regenerate these thy 
servants by water and the Holt Ghost, and host 
given unto them forgiveness of all their sins" Then, 
after laying his hands upon every one, he enter* 

*In tke Book of Common Prayer. 
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Upon this collect: " Almighty and everliving Go9 9 
who makest us both to will and to do those things 
which are good, and acceptable unto thy Divine 
Majesty; we make our humble supplications unto 
thee for these thy servants, upon whom, after the 
example of thy holy Apostles, we have now kid our 
hands; to certify them, by this sign, of thy favor 
and gracious goodness towards tliem." 

The example of the Apostles, which, from Cyp- 
rian to the present day, has been adduced as a pre- 
cedent for this practice, is the imposition of their 
hands upon the disciples in Samaria. But this wag 
sole y for the communication t f the miraculous gift of 
the Holt Ghost.* This is, therefore, no prece- 
dent for the bishop, if he does not possess the same 
power. If he cannot communicate the miraculous 
gift of the H#ly Ghost, he has no authority to lay 
his hands upon his converts "after the example of 
the holy Apostles/' But this we are sure he can* 
not perform, because we have never heard any of 
those, whom he has confirmed, speak with tongue* 
and prophesy s What then shall we think of thi* 
strange perversion of Apostolic example! 

But how can the bishop presume to declare to th+ 
<* Almighty and everliving God," that he has vouch* 
safed to regenerate these his servants,' not only by «w 
ter, but by the Holy Ghost, and has given unto 
them forgiveness of all their sins? How can h« 
undertake to pronounce over the crowds, who ar# 
brought to confirmation, not only the serious, bwb 

+Vide Serm. 3, Prelim. 3t 
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toe thoughtless, the gay, and the profligate, without 
any discrimination, this unqualified absolution? And 
how can he take upon himself to certify t<> assure 
them all, in the same solemn manner, by laying his 
hands upon them after the example of the holy Apos- 
tles, as he says, of .tod's favor and gracious good- 
ness towards them? Does he think himself author- 
ized to consider their ability to say the creed, the 
Lord's prayer, the ten commandments and the an- 
swers to the other questions in the short catechistn, 
incontestible evidence of the great fact, which he 
affirms with so much solemnity? Is he absolutely 
sure, that the invisible Searcher of hearts does not 
discover, among the promiscuous companies, who 
hasten to confirmation, one individual, who, like 
Simon Magus, is in the gall of bitterness and in the 
bond of iniquity? " Be not deceived; God is not 
mocked " I tremble for the poor American bishop* 
when 1 think of these things, and the melancholy 
catastrophe of Ananias and Sapphira presses irre- 
sistibly upon my mind* 

We would by no means be understood to main- 
tain, that there are not many good men in the E- 
piscopal church in England and this country. Neither 
should we (eel ourselves authorised to say, that there 
have not been many good men in the Roman Cath- 
olic communion. But this does not sanctify the 
-errors, which either has embraced. It does not 
gender them the less dangerous. The Catholic 
church had not. expunged from her formularies the 
true doctrines of the gospel, but she. had established 
substitutions and practices, which almost destroyed 
their efficacy. In Uke manner, <&o§* practices and 
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substitutions of this kind, which the Episcopal 
church in England and this country hare retained* 
must, in proportion to their magnitude and extent, 
have the same unhappy tendency. The adminis- 
tration of baptism and confirmation in the Episco- 
pal church, is directly calculated to destroy the ef- 
ficacy of evangelical doctrine. The people are 
taught to consider the priest and the bishop as tilt 
messengers of the Lord of hosts, whose lips should keep 
knowledge, and they should seek ike law at their mouth • 
The bishop in particular is not only represented to he 
the ambassador of Christ, but the peculiar successor 
to the preeminent, authority of the Apostles. Now 
these men, in baptism and confirmation, give official 
and most solemn assurances in addresses to God 
himself, that the subjects hare been regenerated by 
the Holy Ghost, and have received the forgiveness 
of all their sins. And lest this should not be suffi- 
cient to satisfy their troubled consciences, the bishop 
lays " his hands upon the bead of every one sever- 
ally," to certify them, by this sign, offer the example 
of the holy Apostles, of God 1 s favor and gracious 
goodness towards them. And is it possible, after 
all this, that they should entertain a doubt that they 
are in a state of salvation? And if they do not for- 
feit the communion of the church, this persuasion 
will be constantly confirmed by all the established 
offices, for the eucharist, for the visitation of the 
sick, and for the burial of the dead. Now, if it is 
in reality the melancholy fact, that they are still 
in a state of impenitence, absolutely destitute of the 
favor of God — what will be the consequence? They 
will be shielded against every impression of the lair 
or the gospel. All that impenitent sinners desire 
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Is a satisfactory assurance of safety in their present 
condition. So long as this persuasion continues, 
they become impenetrable. By " tUe legate of the 
skies, the violated Jaw speaks out its thunders" — but 
they are safe: " by him, in strains as sweet as angels 
use, the gospel whispers peace 9 ' — but they are con- 
tent nrith the pleasures of sin. Nor is there any 
possible way, in which they can escape this danger- 
ous delusion, but an unqualified disbelief of the pretend- 
ed efficacy of the whole transaction We feel it, there- 
fore, to be our indispensable duty to enter our most 
solemn protest against this alarming error. We 
feel it to be our , duty to warn every man, in the 
.presence of God, and by the worth of his immortal 
soul, to beware how he trusts himself to a delusion* 
which, by quieting his conscience in sin, may be 
fatal to his final salvation. 

But we hasten to a few observations, 
0. Upon ministerial succession. 

Many advocates of prelacy maintain, that an tm- 
interrvpted line of succession from the Apostles is 
indispensable to the validity of the ministry. Upon 
ibis subject we shall not undertake, at this time, to 
support a definitive opinion. But it is manifest, 
that these learned advocates must establish several 
positions to sustain their doctrine, and render it 
consistent with the validity of their own ministry* 
They cannot pretend to place such reliance upon 
it with any appearance of reason, if they cannot 
show that it is a necessary result from fair scriptur- 
al principles. They must prove by this authority, 
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ttiat a man can, in no possible case, be invested 
with the ministerial office, in any other way. They 
must verify the position, that any other form of in- 
vestiture must be, in every instance, a nullity. 
They must show that no individual can possibly 
be a minister of Christ, if he has not received his 
office through an uninterrupted chain of vicarious 
ordinations from the Apostles. 

From this it will follow, that no man ought to be 
- received as a minister of Christ, till he can pro- 
duce the proof that he is individually a member of 
this uninterrupted succession. He has no right to 
take it for granted. For if the chain has been 
broken in a single link, his claim to ministerial au- 
thority is a nullity. He intrudes himself into the 
sacred office, and all his administrations are invalid, 
and offensive to the Supreme Head of the Church* 
This lineal descent from the Apostles is made no 
less indispensable to the goppel ministry, than not' 
tvral descent from Aaron was to the legal ministry. 
But we know, that those, who claimed to be priests 
under that dispensation, if they could not produce . 
the register of their genealogy, were excluded from 
the priesthood.* These advocates of prelacy must, 
therefore, show that their ministers are able to pro- 
duce* the register of their genealogy from the A- 
postles. For if they cannot produce this complete 
register, they must be, " as polluted, put from the 
priesthood.'* 9 

But if an individual bishop of the Episcopal church 
*Ezra ii. 62, Aifc.vii. 64, 
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«&B pretend to produce this register of his raeeet* 
•ion, he must necessarily derive it through the Ko- 
man Catholic church. It is, therefore, incumbent 
upon these learned advocates to show the consisten- 
cy of deriving their holy orders through the Romish 
succession. This it will be at least as difficult for 
them to do. as' for any other Prot-atant church* 
For, though the Episcopal church in England and 
this country retain several corruptions, which pre- 
Yailed inth* Catholic church, yet they assumed, as 
the reason of their separation, as high ground as any 
protectant church whatever. They declared, that 
the church of Rome w^s, and had been for 900 years, 
an idolatrous and antichristian church.* They must 
show, therefore, that the ministry of this antichris- 
tian church was the true ministry of Christ; or, 
they must be content to derive their own from an 
antichristian ministry. If they say, that the minis- 

*This is fully confirmed by the established homi- 
lies of the church of England. But some of tlie terms 9 
in which they have seen Jit to express their detestation 
of the church of Rome, in those things in which they 
differed from her, might he offensive to a delicate ear. 
We shall only observe, therefore, that they have de- 
clared that the church of Rome is " not only an har- 
lot, as the scripture calleth her, but also" — one of the . 
most notorious character; and " that as it at present 
is, and hath been for 900 years* it is far from the na- 
ture of the true church." Horn p, 162, 295. Now y 
as they rest the validity of their ministry upon their 
descent from this church, they must prove of course, 
that the children of this harlot, as they call her, are 
tfie legitimate ministers of Christ. 
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try of the Romish church was not the true ministry 
of Chribt;— how can they pretend that tkeir oit»», 
which was derived solely from this source, is His 
ministry? If they say, that the Catholic ministry 
was the true ministry of Christ;— how can they 
justify their separation from the church of Rome, 
and their rejection of Christ's ministry/ 

But if these advocates of prelacy can establish 
their position/ ***d Burmount all these difficulties, 
still they will hare no superiority to ua. For, that 
learned and indefatigable eeholar, the late venera- 
ble President Stiles, has shown that the ordination o£ 
all the first ministers of New England, through whom 
our succession is derived, may be traced to the Bishops 
in England.* If then these advocates can establish 
tkeir own succession, they will establish ours as of 
€quai authority. Forthough we cannot acknowledge 
the English bishops as diocesan, yet we should not be 
under a necessity of denying that tb*y were pres* 
byters or scriptural bishops. >- a u haB bee *> shown 
that thvov have ine full ponter of ordination. 

But, my brethren, let me remind you that the 
gospel ministry, though a most important institu- 
tion, is merely instrumental of our salvation. We 
jnay entertain correct views concerning it, and at* 
tend upon that only, which is agreeable to the in- 
stitution of Christ, and yet derive no substantial 

*President Stiles'* Election Sermon, pp. 101— 111/ 
where it may also be seen, that the principle of the 
Cambridge Platform produced in fact no irregularity 
in our succession* 
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benefit from it. To secure our Miration, we must at- 
tend upon it with an evangelical temper. It' it is 
not, by the grace of God, instrumental of producing 
in us purity of heart and life, it will be to us no 
better than " a savour of death unto death" It is 
the great and express design of the gospel ministry 
to inculcate the indispensable duties of " repentance 
toward God, and faith toward our Lord Jesus 
Christ." Let it be, my brethren, the fixed pur- 
pose and the serious business of our lives, by Divine 
grace, to fulfil these duties. Let us not deceive our* 
selves with the fond hope of " peace and safety," 
Whilst we do not " bring forth fruits rndet for repent* 
ance." Let us keep our hearts with all diligence* 
and walk " in all the commandments and ordinanr 
ces of the Load blameless." 

" Let na man beguile yon of your reward," my 
brethren, " by a voluntary humility," consisting in 
rites and form» of devotion not enjoined by the 6n* 
preme Head of the ^k*« n h. _ « Beware lest any 
man spoil you through philosophy and vain. aeceir%r« 
tbrough an empty and delusive show of learning — 
*« after the tradition of men, after the rudiments of 
the world, and not after Christ." " Touch not; taste 
toot; handle not; after the commandments and doc- 
trines of men; which things have indeed & skew of 
wisdom in wHl- worship." If any one excel us in 
piety and virtue, let us approve and imkatfe Bat 

LET US FOLLOW NO MAN FURJHER THAN HB FQfcn 
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